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FRIDAY, JUNE 15, 1956 


Unirep Srates SENATE, 
SUBCOMMITTEE ON THE AiR ForcE OF THE 
CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D. C. 

The subcommittee (consisting of Senators Symington, Jackson, 
Ervin, Saltonstall, and Duff) met, pursuant to recess, at 10:10 a. m., 
in room 212, Senate Office Building, Senator Stuart Symington (chair- 
man of the subcommittee) presiding. 

Present: Senators Symington and Duff. 

Also present: Fowler Hamilton, general counsel; Ramsay D. Potts, 
Jr., associate general counsel; Fred B. Rhodes, Laaial consultant to 
Senator Saltonstall; Edward C. Welsh, assistant to Senator Syming- 
ton: and Wallace L. Engle, staff member. 

Maj. Gen. Kenneth P. Bergquist, Director of Operations, Office, 
Deputy Chief of Staff for Operations, Headquarters, United States 
Air Force; Col. Arthur D. Thomas, Office, Deputy Chief of Staff for 
Operations, Headquarters, United States Air Force; Col. Donald S 
Bussey, Office, Deputy Chief of Staff, Operations, Department of the 
Army; Col. Rollen H. Anthis, United States Air Force; Robert M. 
Pennoyer, Department of Defense; Col. Hubert M. Childress, Office, 
Deputy ¢ ‘hief of Staff for Operations, Headquarters, United States 
Air Force; Col. Chesley G. Peterson, Directorate of Operations, 
Office, Deputy Chief of Staff for Operations, Headquarters, United 
States Air Force in Europe; Lt. Col. J. M. Tyler, Directorate of 
Operations, Office, Deputy Chief of Staff for Operations, Head- 
quarters, United States Air Force; Col. William G. Moore, Jr., Direc- 
torate of Operations, Office, Deputy Chief of Staff for Operations, 
Headquarters, United States Air Force; Lt. Col. Walter V. Cook, 
Directorate of Operations, Office, Deputy Chief of Staff for Opera- 
tions, Headquarters, United States Air Force; Lt. Col. Wade H. Rob- 
ert, Jr., Office, Deputy Chief of Staff for Operations, Headquarters, 
United States Air Force; Lt. Col. Max Sanford Kable, Office, Deputy 
Chief of Staff for Operations, Headquarters, United States Air Force ; 
Capt. J. S. McCain, Office, Chief of Naval Operations; Clarke A. 
Morgan and Bernard Bogdanowicz, Security Office, Office, Secretary 
of Defense. 


[The closed session testimony was censored by the Department of Defense for 
security reasons. 

Those portions of the record affected by this censorship are indicated by the 
symbol @).] 

Senator Symrneron. This hearing of the Subcommittee on the Air 
Force of the Senate Armed Services Committee will now come to 
order. 
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General Bergquist, we welcome you here this morning. We would 
like to have your record included in the hearing at this point. 


Mavs. GEN. KENNETH DP. BerGQvuist, UNITED STATES AIR FORCE 





















Kenneth Paul Bergquist was born in Crookston, Minn., November 21, 1912. 
He was graduated from high school in Grand Forks, N. Dak., and attended the 
University of North Dakota for a year. Entering the United States Military 


Academy 1n 


lieutenant of 


_ he was graduated June 12, 1935, and commissioned a second 
d Artillery 

That September General Bergquist entered Primary Flying School, and was 
graduated from Adv: inced Flying School in October 1936, and was transferred 
to the Air Corps Assigned to the 37th Attack Squadron at Langley Field, \ 
in October 1937 he was transferred to the Eighth Pursuit Group there, and the 
following April became assistant operations officer of the Second Wing at Lang- 
le} Going to pico ler Field, Hawaii, in June 1939, he was assigned to the 18th 
Pursuit Group, serving in various capacities until March 1941, when he received 
3 Weeks’ training at the Air Defense School, Mitchel Field, N. Y. Returning to 
Hawaii, he was assistant operations officer of the 14th Pursuit Wing, later 
redesignated the Seventh Fighter Command, and in September 1941 he was 
named operations officer. From May to August 1942 he was given temporary 
duty at New Caledonia to establish an air defense and fighter control system for 
the island commander, and then rejoined the Seventh Fighter Command in 
Hawaii. A month later he attended a 3-week course at the Fighter Command 
School, Orlando, Fla. 

Ordered to Army Air Force Headquarters, General Bergquist was named chief 
of the Allocations Branch, going to North Africa in April 1943 and England the 
following March, for 30 days temporary duty each. In April 1944 he was ap- 
pointed executive officer to the assistant chief of air staff for operations at AAF 
Headquarters. That December he went to Saipan for duty as deputy chief of 
stalf for operations of the 73d Bomb Wing (VH), becoming deputy chief of staff 
for administration of the 75d in March 1945. Three months tye he want to Iwo 
Jima as operations officer of the Seventh Fighter Command. Returning to 
Army Air Force Headquarters in October 1945, he was named deputy to the 
assistant chief of air staff for operations 2 months later. 

Going to Athens, Greece, in March 1947, General Bergquist was acting military 
air attaché, and the following May was designated military air attaché there. 
Entering the National War College in August 1949, he was graduated the follow? 
ing June. Joining the Continental Air Command, he was assistant director of 
plans and requirements at Continental Air Command Headquarters, Mitchel 
Air Force Base, N. Y., and in August 1950 was named director of plans and 
requirements there. 

Transferred to the Air Defense Command in January 1951, General Bergquist 
was director of plans and requirements at ADC Headquarters, Ent AFB, Colo., 
becoming deputy for operations there the following September. On September 
1, 1954, he assumed additional duty as Deputy Chief of Staff for Operations of 
the Continental Air Defense Command. 

Returning to Air Force Headquarters, on June 30, 1955, General Bergquist 
was Director of Operations. 

His decorations include the Legion of Merit with two Oak Leaf Clusters, Bronze 
Star Medal, Air Medal, and the Greek Order of the Phoenix, Degree of Knight 
Commander. He is rated a senior pilot. 





PROMOTIONS 


He was promoted to first lieutenant June 12, 1988; to captain (temporary) 
September 9, 1940; to major (temporary) November 15, 1941: to lieutenant 
colonel (temporary) February 19, 1942; to colonel (temporary) August 12, 19438; 
to captain (permanent) June 12, 1945; to lieutenant colonel (permanent) July 1, 
1948: to colonel (permanent) October 19, 1949; to brigadier general (temporary ) 
October 9, 1951; to major general (temporary) October 27, 1954. 


Senator Symincron. Do you think anybody else is going to testify 
besides yourself ¢ 
General Bereautst. Yes, sir. 
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Senator Syminetron. Will you and those who you think will testify 
rise and be sworn, please. 

General Bereauist. Yes, sir. 

Will you all rise? I will call out the names to make sure. It will be 
myself, Lieutenant Colonel Tyler, Colonel Moore, Lieutenant Colonel 
Cook, Lieutenant Colonel Robert, Lieutenant Colonel Kable, Colonel 
Thomas, Colonel Childress, Colonel Peterson. 

Weare ready to be sworn. 

Senator Symincron. Gentlemen, will you raise your right hands? 
Do you solemnly swear that the information you give this Subcom- 
mittee on the Air Force of the Senate Armed Services Committee will 
be the truth, the whole truth and nothing but the truth, so help you 
God? 

(The following persons were sworn :) 

General Bergquist, Lieutenant Colonel Tyler, Colonel Moore, Lieu- 
tenant Colonel Cook, Lieutenant Colonel Robert, Lieutenant Colonel 
Kable, Colonel Thomas, Colonel Childress, and Colonel Peterson. 

Senator Symineron. Mr. Counsel, are you ready / 

Mr. Hamiutron. Yes, sir. 

General, do you care to make a statement or do you prefer to respond 
to the questions ¢ 


TESTIMONY OF MAJ. GEN. KENNETH P. BERGQUIST, DIRECTOR OF 
OPERATIONS, HEADQUARTERS, UNITED STATES AIR FORCE; 
ACCOMPANIED BY COL. ARTHUR D. THOMAS, DCS/0; COL. HUBERT 
M. CHILDRESS, DCS/0; COL. CHESLEY G. PETERSON, DIRECTORATE 
OF OPERATIONS, DCS/0; COL. WILLIAM G. MOORE, JR., DIRECTO- 
RATE OF OPERATIONS, DCS/0; LT. COL. WALTER V. COOK, DIREC- 
TORATE OF OPERATIONS, DCS/0; LT. COL. JOE M. TYLER, 
DIRECTORATE OF OPERATIONS, DCS /0; LT. COL. WADE H. ROBERT, 
JR., DIRECTORATE OF OPERATIONS, DCS/0; AND LT. COL. MAX 
SANFORD KABLE, DCS/0 


General Berequist. Mr. Chairman, I have no formal opening state- 
ment. I have some charts, some briefing notes which form the basic 
information from which questions could be developed. 

If I might start with the European area, as I understand that the 
subject of this is the United States Air Force Tactical Forces in over- 
seas areas, if I might start with the European area, I can briefly outline 
the organization, disposition of forces that we have over there, and 
from that questions could be developed if that is agreeable. 

Mr. Hamitron. And then you will go, after that, to the Far East ? 

General Brerequist. Yes, sir. 

Senator Symrneton. Would you like to have us interrogate you as 
you give the briefing or wait until you are through? 

General Berequist. 1 would rather have you do it as I give the 
briefing. 

Senator Symincron. Based on what you described, I thought you 
might feel that way. 

Will you proceed ? 

General Berequist. May I have the first chart, please ? 



















STUDY OF AIRPOWER 








THE NATO ORGANIZATION 


In order to set the stage for the European area, I show first here a 
very brief and simplified chart on the NATO organization with, of 
course, particularly the military structure therein. That is the part 
of the chart which I think is pertinent to this discussion. 

You will notice the position of the Supreme Allied Commander, 
Europe, or SACEUR, as we call him, who gets his directions from the 
military committee, from the standing group, which in turn gets its 
direction from the North Atlantic Council. 

Mr. Hamunron. General, would it be possible for you to supply 
charts, copies of that chart, for the record ¢ 

I observe it is not classified. 

General Brrequisr. Yes, sir; we will supply any of these charts 
which you like. I will have to reserve judgment on a particular chart, 
if it does come up, which is highly classified. 

Senator Symineton. Will you furnish the chart, regardless of its 
classification ¢ 

General Berequist. All right, sir. 

Senator Symrneron. Then the decision is made by the Department 
of Defense official censor as to whether it is to be declassified or not in 
the record, 

General Berequist. Right, sir. 

You will note under SACEUR we have CINCNORTH, CINCENT 
in France, CINCSOUTH in Italy, CINCAFMED in Malta. 

Of particular concern to this discussion is the central area under 
CINCENT. You will notice I have listed there the COMAIRCENT 
which is one of the commands under CINCENT, that is the commander 
of the air units in the central area of Europe in the NATO structure. 
Mr. Hamiuron. You say that is the central point of interest, Gen- 
eral ¢ 

Is that because there are no United States air units in CINC- 
NORTH, CINCSOUTH, or CINCAFMED? 

General Berequist. There are no permanently assigned units there. 

There are some which are attached. 


Mr. Hamiuron. To CINCENT ? 


LOCATION OF MAIN UNITED STATES AIR FORCES IN NATO 


General Berequist. To some of the other units, and we can supply 
the details on that, but the main force under the NATO structure 
as far as United States Air Forces are concerned is in the central 
area. 

Senator Symrneron. And what is the central area ? 

General Berequist. The central area comprises that area roughly 
between the Scandinavian Peninsula and Italy. Under the air com- 
mander in the central area we have two tactical air forces, the 4th 
and the 2d, the headquarters of both of which are located in Germany. 

You will notice under the 4th Tactical Air Force where we have 
listed the 12th Air Force which is United States. This is the organ- 
ization which supplies the majority of the forces that the United 
States Air Force supplies in the NATO structure. 

Mr. Hamivron. And it is a part of the Tactical Air Command in 
the United States, is it ? 
General Bereguist. No, sir. 
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Mr. Hamitron. It isseparate? 

General Brerequist. It is separate. It is a part of the command of 
the United States Air Forces in Europe which I will cover in my 
next chart. 

Mr. Hamirron. Is it physically located in the United States? 

General Berequist. No, sir, it is located in Germany. 

Mr. Hamitron. Thank you. I was not clear on that. 

General Berequistr. That is then to give you a rough idea of where 
we fit into the NATO structure which, of course, on D-day has the 
operational control of all these forces. 

Now for normal command, administration, operational control ex- 
cept as provided for in agreements with NATO, we have the com- 
mander in chief of the United States Air Forces in Europe to control 
our Air Force units, which is the next chart. 

Senator Symineron. Just a minute. I want to ask some questions 
on that chart, if I may. 

General Bereauist. Yes, sir. 


NATO ORGANIZATIONAL STRUCTURE 


Senator Symineton. The North Atlantic Council in Paris. Who 
sits on that Council ? 

General Berequisr. Sir, I am not qualified to discuss the NATO 
organization and setup. I would think it would be necessary to call 
someone from the NATO structure in order to get into the detailed 
setup on that. 

Senator Symineron. We will ask the questions and then will you 


see that the matter is put into the record at that point? 

If you do not know, please say so, and supply it later for the record. 

General Berequist. Yes, sir; I will have to make the request then 
tothe NATO organization. 

Senator Symineron. I don’t care how you do it so long as it is 
done. 

General Brerequistr. Yes, sir. 

Senator Symineron. If you cannot get the information will you 
please furnish it for the record against the chart. 

General Brerequisr. Yes, sir. 

Senator Symineron. The first question I asked was who sits on the 
North Atlantic Council. You say you do not know. 

(The requested information is as follows :) 


PERMANENT REPRESENTATIVES TO THE NORTH ATLANTIC COUNCIL 


Belgium: Mr. Andre de Staercke. 

Canada: Ambassador L. Dana Wilgress. 

Denmark: Ambassador J. A. Vestbirk. 

France: His Excellency Ambassador Alexandre Parodi. 

Germany, Federal Republic of : Ambassador Herbert Blankenhorn. 

Greece: Ambassador Michael Milas. 

Iceland: Mr. Hans G. Anderson. 

Italy: Ambassador Adolfo Alessandrini. 

Luxembourg: Mr. Nicolas Hommel. 

Netherlands: Ambassador Jonkheer A. W. L. Tjarda van Starkenborgh- 
Stachouwer. 

Norway: Ambassador Jens Boyesen. 

Portugal: Ambassador the Count de Tovar. 

Turkey: Mr. M. Ali Tinay (acting). 

United Kingdom: Ambassador Sir Christopher Steel. 

United States: Ambassador George W. Perkins. 


76922—56—pt. 16-2 
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Senator Syminecron. The next question would be, who sits on the 
Military Committee ? 

Could I ask that ? 

General Berequisr. I do not know the complete structure. 

Senator Symineron. Then we will ask that that also be supplied for 
the record. 

(The requested information is as follows :) 


NortH ATLANTIC Mitirary CoMMITTEE (MC) 


Belgium: Lt. Gen. L. Leboutte, Chief of Staff, Air Force, Chairman, Joint 
Chiefs of Staff. 

Canada: Gen. Charles Foulkes, CB, CBE, DSO, CD, Chairman, Canadian 
Chiefs of Staff. 

Denmark: Adm. E. J. C. Qvistgaard, Chief of Defense. 

France: Gen. Paul Ely, Chief of Staff, General French Armed Forces. 

Germany, Federal Republic of: Lt. Gen. Dr. Hans Speidel, German Defense 
Ministry, Head of the Armed Forces Division. 

Greece: Lt. Gen. Constantine Dovas, Chief of Hellenic National Defense, G. 8. 

Iceland: No representation on Military Committee. 

Italy: Gen. Giuseppe Mancinelli, Chief of Defense, and Chairman of Military 
Committee. 

Luxembourg: Col. Guillaume Albrecht, Chief of Staff, Luxembourg Armed 
Forces (Luxembourg will be represented in Washington by Belgian Delegation ) . 

Netherlands: Gen. Bernard R. P. F. Hasselman, Chief of Staff, Royal Nether- 
lands Army and Chairman, Netherlands Joint Chiefs of Staff. 

Norway: Lt. Gen. Finn Lambrechts, Chairman, Joint Chiefs of Staff. 

Portugal: Gen. Julio Botelho Moniz, Portuguese Armed Forces Chief of Staff. 

Turkey: Gen. I. Hakki Tunaboylu, Acting Chief of Turkish General Staff. 

United Kingdom: A member of the UK Chiefs of Staff Committee. 

United States: Lt. Gen. Leon W. Johnson, United States Air Force. 

Senator Symineron. You then have four commands on the next 
grouping. 

One is the head of SACEUR, who I believe is General Gruenther : 
is that right ? 

General Beraquisr. That is right, sir. 

Senator Symrveron. Who is to be replaced by General Norstad ? 

General Berceuist. That is correct. 

Senator Syminetron. When will that be done ? 

General Berequist. I do not know the timing of that, sir. 

Senator Symineron. Will you furnish that for the record ? 

General Bercauist. Yes, sir. 

Senator Symineron. Under SACEUR you have on your chart 
Navy and Air. Who is the head of the Navy and who is the head of 
the Air? 

Will you supply that for the record under SACEUR? 

General Berequist. Under SACEUR the air deputy is General 
Nordstad. 

Senator Symineton. And who is the naval deputy ? 

General Berequist. I do not know, sir. 

Senator Symineton. Will you supply that ? 

General Bergquist. Yes, sir. 

(The following list was subsequently supplied :) 

1. Supreme Allied commander (SACEUR), Paris, France: Gen. Alfred M. 
Gruenther, United States Army. 

2. Naval deputy to SACEUR, Paris, France: Adm. Andre G. Lemonnier, 
French Navy. 

3. Deputy Supreme allied commander, Europe, Paris, France: Field Marshal 
the Viscount Montgomery of Alamein, K. G., G. C. B., D. 8. O., British Army. 
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4. Air deputy to SACEUR, Paris, France: Gen. Lauris Norstad, United States 
Air Force. 

5. Commander in chief, Allied forces, northern Europe (CINCNORTH), Kol- 
saas, Norway: Lt. Gen. Sir Cecil Sugden, K. C. B., C. B. E., British Army. 

6. Commander in chief, Allied forces, central Europe (CINCENT), Fontaine- 
bleau, France: Marshal A. P. Juin, French Army. 

7. Commander in chief, Allied forces, southern Europe (CINCSOUTH), Naples, 
Italy : Adm. R. P. Briscoe, United States Navy. 

8. Commander in chief, Allied forces, Mediterranean (CINCAFMED), Malta: 
Adm. Sir. Guy Grantham, K. C. B., C. B. E., D. 8. O., Royal Navy. 

Senator Symineron. Presumably there would be an Army deputy 
too. The chart does not seem to be quite right on that. 

General Berequist. Only from my memory, sir, I do not think 
there is an Army deputy because of the fact that the commander was 
basically an Army man. 

Senator Symincton. That is not the way it was when I was there 
2 year's ago. 

Field Marshal Montgomery was the Army deputy. 

General Bercauisr. Sir, may I ask Colonel Childress, who knows 
the NATO organization much better than I do, to help me out on this. 

Mr. Hamitton. You have been sworn, haven’t you. 

Colonel Cuiupress. Yes, sir. 


WHO REPORTS TO WHOM? 


Starting with the first question, sir, Ambassador Perkins is our 
permanent representative to the North Atlantic Council: he is in 
Paris. He is a direct representative of the State Department. 

Senator Symirnctron. And who else sits on the North Atlantic Coun- 
cil besides him ¢ 

Colonel Cuttpress. He has as his deputy a man who is called the 
defense representative to the North Atlantic-Mediterranean area. It 
was Mr. Wendel Anderson. His replacement I do not know by name, 
sir. We can find out. He has a staff. You would not be interested 
in the names of the staff. 

Senator Symrneron. No; but I am interested in the countries. 

Colonel Cumpress. Oh, the countries, sir. All 15 member nations 
are represented in the North Atlantic Council, sir. 

Senator Symineton. Does that include Turkey and Greece / 

Colonel Cuttpress. Yes, sir, and Germany now. 

Senator Symrneron. Then you have a Military Committee. Who 
sits on the Military Committee / 

Colonel Cutpress. The United States representative is Gen. Leon 
Johnson, sir. The Military Committee is composed of the senior mili 
tary men of each of the 15 nations or their representatives. In our 
case, we have a representative, General Johnson. 

Mr. Hamitron. Whom would he represent—Admiral Radford ? 

Colonel Cuitpress. He represents Admiral Radford; yes, sir. 

Mr. Hamixtron. Let me go back to that box there, sir; Military Com- 
mittee, Military Representatives Committee, and the standing group. 

Colonel Cuitpress. The standing group is composed of representa- 
tives of the United Kingdom, of France, and the United States. It 

varries on the day-to- day activities for the Military Committee. 


Senator Symrneron. Just a minute, Colonel ; you are moving a little 
fast. 











1216 STUDY OF AIRPOWER 


The Military Committee is composed of a member of each of the 15 
members of NATO? 

Colonel Cutipress. Yes, sir. 

Senator Symineron. And the military representatives of that com- 
mittee are here in Washington ? 

Colonel Cromopress. There are three separate groups in that box. 
The Military Committee meets on call, normally about twice a year. 

Senator Symineton. Where does it meet 

Colonel Cutipress. Different places in the old days. Now they 
normally meet in Paris at the Palais de Chaillot, where the North 
Atlantic Council is located. 

Since they only meet on call, they have two other methods of doing 
business, the primary method or primary agency being the st anding 
group which is composed, as I say, of represent: tives of the United 
Kingdom, France, and the United States. They sit permanently 
here in Washington in the Pentagon. 

Senator Symineron. The Militar y Representatives Committee, 
what is that ? 

Colonel Cuipress. The Military Representatives Committee also 
meets on call. That group is composed of representatives from the 
member nations who are located here in Washington. This could be 
an individual delegated to that job, or it could be the attaché of a 
nation. They meet on call with members of the standing group to 
consider such agenda items as the standing group proposes. 

Senator Symineron. All right; now what is the difference, inas- 
much as all the members of the Military Committee and all the mem- 
bers of the Military Representatives Committee are military men, what 
is the difference between those first two committees in that second 
bracket ? 

Colonel Cuitpress. The Military Committee is composed of senior 
officers. Therefore, its authority is much greater. 

Senator Symineron. What is the definition of “senior officers” ? 

Colonel Cuitpress. In this instance, the head of the military from 
each of the member nations, or his representatives, sir, who is qualified 
and authorized to speak for his National Military Organization. The 
military representatives, on the other hand, are normally less senior 
military officers. They speak only within the limits of very definite 
national guidance related to specific problems. 

Senator Symineron. Probably an ad hoc committee in a sense, this 
second committee. 

Colonel Cui_press. In a sense, yes, sir. 

Senator Symineron. All right; now what is the third group ? 

Colonel Cuipress. The Standing Group carries on the day-to-day 
activities for the Military Committee and serves militarily at least, as 
the guiding light of NATO. 

They propose and give to SACEUR his guidance. If SACEUR or 

SACLANT has a problem, they pass that problem on . the Standing 
Group. 

Senator Symineron. And who sits on the Standing Group? 

Colonel Cuipress. For the United States, Gen. Leon Johnson. 
Also senior officers from the United Kingdom and from France. 

Senator Symrneron. Well, the next question is obvious. 

How about the other 12, are they happy with the Standing Group 
being the operating group and they having no representation ? , 
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Colonel Criepress. I have never discussed the problem with any of 
the representatives. I would not know, sir. 

Senator Symrneton. The Standing Group works every day? 

Colonel Cuipress. The Standing Group works every day. The 
other two groups meet on call. ; 

Senator Syminetron. Military Committee about twice a year? 

Colonel Cuimpress. Military Committee about twice a year. The 
Military Representatives Committee I would say meets an average of 
twice a week, sir. 

Senator Symineton. Going to the third bracket, to whom does 
General Gruenther report ¢ 

Colonel Cuitpress. To the Standing Group. 

Senator Symineron. And who is our representative on the Standing 
Group ¢ 

Colonel Cuitpress. General Johnson. 

Senator Symineron. And who does the Standing Group report to ¢ 

Colonel Cuitpress. To the Military Committee. 

Senator Symineron. And who is our representative on the Military 
Committee ¢ 

Colonel Cuiipress. General Johnson. 

Senator Symrncton. And to whom does General Johnson report ‘ 

Colonel Cuitpress. To the Joint Chiefs of Staff. To Admiral 
Radford. He is Admiral Radford’s representative. 

Senator Symrneron. Then Admiral Radford takes precedence over 
the North Atlantic Council, doesn’t he ¢ 

Colonel Cutipress. I would not say so. No, sir. 

Senator Symineton. If General Gruenther reports to General John- 
son and General Johnson reports to Admiral Radford ? 

Colonel Cutmpress. Asa NATO representative. 

Senator Symrneron. I don’t know much about some things, but I 
know a little about organizations. You have a Military Committee 
composed of the top military people reporting to the North Atlantic 
Council, provided your chart is correct. 

So General Johnson then has two hats, is that it ? 

He reports to the North Atlantic Council and he reports to Admiral 
Radford ? 

Colonel Cuimpress. All of the members of the Military Committee 
sit as national representatives to a committee, sir. 

Senator SyMincton. Say that again, will you ? 

Colonel Cuimpress. They all sit on this Committee as national rep- 
resentatives, representatives of their nations. 

Senator Symrneron. On the Military Committee? 

Colonel Cuitpress. They sit on the Military Committee. 

Senator Symineron. They report to the North Atlantic Council? 

Colonel Cuipress. As a committee they report to the North Atlan- 
tic Council, right, sir. 

Senator Symrneron. But you cannot report as an individual to one 
group and then as a committee to another group. I mean if there is 
any question of authority in the picture. This is all plenty important 
because it involves the chain of command incident to reaction to possi- 
ble aggression. 

Now, if General Johnson reports to the North Atlantic Council, he 
does not report to Admiral Radford as a member of the military 
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committee. If he reports to Admiral Radford, he does not report to 
the North Atlantic Council. 

If General Gruenther reports to the Standing Group and on the 
Standing Goup is General Johnson, then the important thing next in 
the chain of command is to whom does General Johnson report. 

For ex: maple, suppose the Standing Group decided that they wanted 
to resist aggression and our members of the Standing Group did not 
want to resist aggression, or a member of the Standing Group did not. 

What does the head of SACEUR do in a ease like that? 

General Berequisr. | would say, Mr. Chairman, that General 
Gruenther as a NATO commander reports to the Standing Group as a 
group, not to General Johnson. 

Senator Symineron. But what he actually does maybe is report to 
the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs. 

Colonel Cuipress. No, sir, not in the NATO structure, because the 
Joint Chiefs of Staff, our Joint Chiefs of Staff, are not in the chain 
of command or the organization of the NATO as such. 

Senator Symineron. But General Johnson is a member of the 
Standing Group: he reports to the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs? 

Colonel Cumpress. He gets his United States guidance from the 
Chairman of the Joint Chiefs. 

Senator Syminetron. Let’s not get into semantics. (Guidance is 
direction authority. 

Colonel Curpress. Yes, sir, but he is functioning as a member of a 
group in one case and as a member of the Military Committee in 
another case. 

Senator Symincron. I understand that, but suppose that he gets his 
direction from Admiral Radford not to move in case of aggression, or 
to move in case of aggression and the other two members of the Stand- 
ing Group say they do want to move in case of aggression, or they do 
not want to move in case of aggression / 

W hose decision is final on General Gruenther. 

General Berequist. I would imagine that—— 

Senator Symrneron. You would imagine. I could also imagine, 
but we have got to know. 

General Berequisr. Right, sir. 

Senator Durr. May I ask a question / 

Senator Symineron. Yes, indeed. 


QUESTION OF UNANIMITY 


Senator Durr. Isn’t the very nature of the thing on the basis that 
there has to be a unanimity of opinion ? 

For instance, if France, which has the keystone of the defense arch 
in Western Europe, would decide in the event of aggression they did 
not want to do anything, we would practically be stymied. 

Senator Symrneron. That is an interesting and constructive obser- 
vation, but it does not in any way solve the question. 

Senator Durr. Except on this matter that unless you have una- 
nimity at the top, in the event of aggression you won't have any action. 

Senator SymineTon. I am not at all sure about that. Suppose 
England was warned that they would be visited with some of the new 
bombs. Then suppose France said we want to resist; we have had 





STUDY OF AIRPOWER 1219 


the Germans in here three times in the last hundred years and we 
don’t want them any more. 

Senator Durr. To amplify that idea a little further, in view of 
the action of France in the last situation, let’s suppose that the French 
get notice that the enemy is going to bomb Paris and the French 
don’t want Paris bombed and therefore they decide that they won’t 
act. 

What is going to be the effect as to the joint action if the keystone 
where we have so much of our defense says—— 

Senator Symineron. In that case we have a problem as to whether 
or not we consider it worth while to try to save the children and the 
women of the families of the men who are automatically going to 
become captives unless we resist aggression. 

Senator Durr. What I was trying to develop, sir, was this: That 
the whole setup is on the basis that there will be unanimity, and if 
by any chance there is not unanimity, you are not going to get any 
action that will be effective on the basis of the setup on which the 
whole thing has come about. 

Senator Symineron. Off the record. 

( Discussion off the record.) 

Senator Symrneron. Back on the record. 

We seem to have a little mystery as to where General Gruenther 
reports, and as to where General Johnson re ports a little mystery, this 
from the standpoint of the Standing Group and its rel: ationship, one, 
to the North Atlantic Council and two, to the Joint Chiefs of Statf 
through Admiral Radford. 

The distinguished Senator from Pennsylvania believes that the 
premise of the plan is the fact there will be unanimity of action, but 
inasmuch as more than one-fourth of all the people who voted in the 
last French election voted the Communist ticket, | am not sure such 
unanimity would be automatic. 

Going on, we have SACEUR. Under it, according to the chart, 
we have Navy and Air Force. 

[sn’t there an Army deputy under SACEUR? 


MORE ABOUT PERSONNEL AND LINE OF AUTHORITY 


Colonel Cuimpress. Yes, sir. Field Marshal Montgomery occ upies 
that center slot marked “Deputy.” He is an overall deputy, not just 
an Army deputy. 

Senator Symineron. In other words, if General Gruenther became 
sick, Marshal Montgomery would command automatically. There 
is no question of who would be in command; is that right 

Colonel Curtpress. That is the way the chart looks, sir. I could 
not say. 

Senator SymineTon. Will you furnish that for the record ? 

General Bergquist, will you find out about that ? 

General Berequist. Yes, sir. 

Senator Symrnetron. Whether Field Marshal Montgomery is anto- 
matically second man, in case of any accident to the Supreme Com- 
mander of SACEUR? 

And who is the naval deputy ¢ 


Colonel Cutxprsss. I believe, sir, it is Admiral Jaujaurd, a French 
admiral. 











1220 STUDY OF AIRPOWER 


Senator Symrneron. And then over on the left, in a position of 
equal authority, reporting to the Standing Group is Canada—United 
States Regional Plan. 

What does GP stand for? 

Colonel Curpress. Group, sir. 

Senator Syminecron. What is that? 

Colonel Cxutipress. To implement the North Atlantic Treaty, sir, 
a series of regional planning groups were originally established on a 
committee basis, 1 for the Atlantic and 3 in “Europe—north, center, 
and Mediterranean. With the establishment of NATO commands, 
SACLANT and SACEUR, they took over the functions of the re- 
gional planning groups in Europe. 

However, here in the United States we retained this regional 
planning group establishment for the coordination of planning. 

Senator Symrneton. And who is on that? 

Colonel Cumpress. By name I do not know, sir. 

Senator Symrneron. What countries? 

Colonel Cut~press. Canada and the United States, sir. 

Senator Symineton. Just the two of us? 

Colonel Curpress. Yes, sir. 

Senator Symineron. And is the headquarters of this group in 
Washington ¢ 

Colonel Cutipress. In Washington; yes, sir. 

Senator Symineron. And to whom do they report? 

Colonel Cuu_press. To the Standing Group. They get their guid- 
ance from the Standing Group. 

Senator Symineton. And the Standing Group is in Paris? 

Colonel Cuitpress. The Standing Group is in Washington, sir. 

Senator Symrneton. And who is on the Standing Group ? 

Colonel Cripress. Senior military representatives from France, 
the United Kingdom, and the United States. 

Senator Symineron. Canada is willing to cast its military lot in on 
a committee composed of France, the United Kingdom, and the United 
States ¢ 

Colonel Cuiipress. I would not know, sir. 

Senator Symineton. Then you have over here the Allied Com- 
mander Atlantic. These charts are interesting, but if you don’t under- 
stand them it is like looking at a book written in a language you don’t 
understand. 

You have to understand something about them if they are to mean 
anything. 

Senator Durr. It is like the figures on the pyramids. 

Senator Symineron. That is right. 

Now you have the Allied commander in the Atlantic. Who is on 
that committee ? 

Colonel Cxutipress. That is a command, sir, with headquarters at 
Norfolk, Va., the commander being Admiral Wright. His short title 
is SACLANT. 

Senator Symineton. Is there anybody else besides the United States 
on that committee ? 

Colonel Cuitpress. That is not a committee, sir. 

That is a military headquarters with a commander. 


Senator Symineton. Who does Admiral Wright report to, Colonel 
Childress ? 
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Colonel Cumpress. To the Standing Group. 

Senator Symrneron. You mean our Atlantic Fleet now reports to 
the majority of a committee now including England and France? 

Colonel Cuiipress. I would not say that. No, sir. 


QUESTION OF SOURCF OF ORGANIZATION CHART 


Senator Symrneton. Then what would you say ? 

There is the chart. 

Who drew this chart up? 

Colonel Cuipress. I don’t know. I did not. 

Senator Symineron. Is it an Air Force chart or is it a Navy chart 
or is it a Defense Department chart ? 

Colonel Pererson. It was originally a planner’s chart but just a 
portion of the whole NATO structure. 

It is taken out of the overall NATO structure or other lines that 
were on there. 

Senator Symineron. Out of what overall structure ? 

Colonel Pererson. I am not familiar with actually what the other 
boxes —_—_— 

Senator Symineton. It is not identified in any way. 

It has no number on it, no name. 

It would be interesting to know who drew it up. 

Did the Air Force draw it up¢ 

Colonel Pererson. Yes, sir. 

General Beraquist. Yes, sir; we drew it up for the purpose of 
trying as simply as we could to show where the United States Air Force 
units fit into the NATO structure in wartime. 

Senator Symrneton. And you used what information, from where 
to draw it up so far as this command aspect is concerned / 

General Bereautst. From information on the general NATO 
structure. 

Senator Symrneron. Where did you get that? 

General Breraguist. I don’t know, sir. 

Senator Symineron. Will you furnish for the record where you got 
the information that resulted in the dr: awing of that chart? 

General Berequisr. Yes, sir. 

(The requested information is as follows :) 

This chart is an extracted portion of a chart showing the complete structure 
of NATO and was obtained from a document titled “NATO Military Command 
and Organization Charts,” published by Standing Group Presentation Unit, Wash- 
ington, D. C., dated May 20, 1955. 


NATO ORGANIZATION (CONTINUED) 


Senator Symineton. Now over on the right we have the Channel 
Committee. 

Colonel Cutipress. That is right, sir. 

Senator Symrneron. Who ison the Channel Committee ? 

Colonel Curpress. The Channel Committee is composed of naval 
representatives from those countries bordering, that is contiguous to, 
the English Channel; England, France, Belguim, and Holland, sir. 

Senator Symineron. What is the function of that Committee? 
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Colonel Cuiworess. To coordinate the control and passage of ship- 
ping in war. 

Senator Symincron. What is the relationship of that Committee 
with the Atlantic Fleet ; do you know ? 

Colonel CurLpress. No, sir; I do not. 

Senator Symineron. And that committee reports to the Standing 
Group ¢ 

Colonel Cninpress. Yes, sir. 

Senator SyMincTon. Now we move down to SACEU R, and we won’t 
labor the point any more as to just who General Gruenther reports to. 

You have CINCNORTH. 

Now what is that ? 

Colonel Cuipress. He is the Commander in Chief of Allied Forces 
Northern Europe, which is composed of Denmark and Norway, sir. A 
British Army general is CINCNORTH. 

Senator Symincron. And then you have CINCENT. 

Colonel Cuitpress. That is the commander-in-chief of the Allied 
Forces in the center area. 

Senator Symineron. Who is that? 

Colonel Cutipress. Marshal Juin, sir. 

Senator Symrnetron. Then in the south you have CINCSOUTH. 

Colonel Cuipress. That is the Allied commander-in-chief in the 
Mediterranean area, which includes Greece, Turkey, and Italy. 

Senator Symineron. Greece, Turkey, and Italy ? 

Colonel Cumpress. Italy, yes, sir. 

Senator Symrneton. That must be a rather interesting command 
right now, with Turks and Cypriots shooting at each other. 

Who commands that ? 

Colonel Cutipress. Admiral Fechteler, United States Navy. 

Senator Symrneron. And then you have CINCAFMED. 

Colonel Curmpress. CINCAFMED was a command established a 
couple of years ago to be primarily responsible for shipping in the 
Mediterranean. A British admiral is in command. 

Senator Symineron. Primarily responsible for shipping? 

Colonel Curtipress. Shipping in the Mediterranean, yes, sir. 

Senator Syminoron. We have, I think, two carriers in the Medi- 
terranean? Do they report to Admiral Fechteler ? 

Colonel Cutpress. Yes, sir. 

Senator Symrneton. They don’t report back here to the Chief of 
Naval Operations? 

Colonel Cutpress. I don’t believe I am 

Senator Durr. May I interject in that connection? This may be 
wrong, but it is my recollection that the admiral in Italy reports to 
our admiral in London. 

That is the way it was several years ago. 

Senator Sy oer There is no admiral in London on that chart. 

Senator Durr. I did not see it. That is the reason I was asking, 
because it is my recollection that the admiral in CINCSOUTH reports 
to our admiral in London. I believe that is correct. 

Senator Symineron. This CINCAFMED, does that include the Air 
Force at all? 

Colonel Cumpress. No, sir. 

Senator Symrnetron. What does AF stand for? 
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Colonel Cuitpress. Allied forces. 

Senator Symineton. It is a logistics setup? 

Colonel Cumpress. That is right, sir, to insure the lines of com- 
munication in the Mediterranean. 

Senator Symineton. Did you ever hear of a military setup before 
where the logistics were segregated from the command 

General BEraQu ist. I believe e you stated it was to insure the lines 
of communications, 

Colonel Crmpress. Yes, sir. 

General Berequist. Which involves more than just logistics. 

Colonel Cuitpress. Absolutely. There are antisubmarine opera- 
tions, for example. 

Senator Symineron. You mean the admiral that commands the 
carriers in the Mediterranean has nothing to do with antisubmarines 
so far as his authority is concerned ? 

Colonel Cuiipress. I am sure he does, sir. 

Senator Symrneron. If he does, then CINCSOUTH cannot be seg- 
regated from CINCAFMED if CINCAFMED has a submarine 
problem. 

Colonel Cuiipress. I don’t think I am qualified to discuss the whys 
and wherefores of the arrangement that was established by SACEUR. 

Senator Symmneron. At this point, General, we would like to have 
somebody in the Department of Defense give a complete statement 
with respect to this chart, and its chains of command, for the record. 

The statement requested is as follows: 


NATO ORGANIZATION 


NORTH ATLANTIC COUNCIL 


The North Atlantic Council is a council of governments represented by Min- 
isters for Foreign Affairs and/or Ministers of Defense and/or other competent 
ministers, especially those responsible for financial and economie affairs as re- 
quired by the agenda of each meeting. Ministerial meetings are usually held 
in Paris from 2 to 3 times a year. 

In order to enable the Council to function in permanent session with effective 
powers of decision, each member government has appointed a permanent rep- 
resentative to represent his government on the Council when Ministers are not 
present, These representatives usually meet at least once a week in Paris and 
usually more often. 

The North Atlantic Council provides the mechanism whereby the NATO 
member states discuss general developments which affect the North Atlantic 
alliance either directly or indirectly. They make a common assessment of 
problems of common interest and guide the manifold activities of NATO and 
take common action in agreed programs. 

The Council has continuing administrative and financial responsibilities. It 
controls the budgets of both the military and civilian agencies of NATO and 
decides upon the proportionate expenditure which should be borne by each 
member country, not only to finance NATO Headquarters but also for common 
infrastructure. 

The Council is responsible for giving political guidance to the military au- 
thorities and for advising national authorities as to the men, equipment and 
infrastructure which they require for the discharge of their responsibilities 
to defend the NATO area. Their military advisers are the military committee 
which, in turn,.gives directions to the supreme commanders, 

In addition, it is the duty of the Council to see that emergency plans are 
prepared in the nonmilitary fields such as the allocation of food, raw materials, 
shipping and inland transportation. Clearly, the direct responsibility for all of 
these matters must rest with national governments, but it is the business of 
the Council to initiate, stimulate and coordinate these programs. 





1224 STUDY OF AIRPOWER 


THE MILITARY COMMITTEE 


The supreme military authority is the Military Committee. This consists of 
one member from each NATO country at the Chief of Staff level, with the ex 
ception of Iceland, which has no military forces, The Military Committee is re 
sponsible for providing the Council with military advice and subordinate military 
authorities with direction and guidance. Meetings of the Miltary Committee 
take place periodically, as required, since Chiefs of Staff must reside along side 
their own governments, and also since so large a Committee is not suitable for 
day-to-day work. Consequently, a three-member permanent Committee was set 
up. This is known as the Standing Group. 


NATO STANDING GROUP 


This body is in permanent session in Washington. It is composed of repre- 
sentatives of the Chiefs of Staff of France, United Kingdom and United States 
The Standing Group provides strategic direction, coordinates and integrates 
defense plans originating in NATO commands and the Canada-United States 
Regional Planning Group, and in addition controls and directs the work of a 
number of agencies which deal with special types of military activities. 


MILITARY REPRESENTATIVE COMMITTEE 


In order to insure, on the one hand, that all member nations not represented 
on the Standing Group are kept in touch with its work and, on the other hand, 
that the Standing Group is kept informed of the points of view of those other 
nations, a permanent organization entitled the Military Representatives Com 
mittee meets in continuous sessions in Washington. This body consists of the > 
members of the Standing Group and 1 member from each of the other countries 
with the exception of Iceland, which has no military forces, and Luxembourg, 
which is represented by Belgium. The Standing Group is enpowered to take 
decisions on certain specific subjects and in conditions of urgency without ref- 
erence to the Military Representatitves Committee : however, it is normal prac 
tice to consult that Committee fully and obtain its approval before any recom 
mendations are finalized. 

Each commander effects close and continuous cooperation with the adjacent 
allied commands and with the appropriate NATO national authorities. 

The areas of the respective commands comprise: 

(a.) CINCNORTH—Denmark, Norway and contiguous waters; and that part 
of Western Germany and contiguous waters and the Baltic as directed by 
SACEUR. 

(b.) CINCENT—France, Belgium, Luxembourg, Netherlands and that part 
of Western Germany as directed by SACEUR. 

(c.) CINCSOUTH—Italy, Greece, and Turkey. 

(d.) CINCAFMED—Mediterranean and Black Seas area. 

In time of peace, United States forces report to USCINCEUR, but participate 
in NATO maneuvers as part of the overall NATO training program. 
USCINCEUR reports to the Department of the Army as executive agent for 
Europe. The JCS furnish guidance to the Department of the Army. In time of 
war almost all of these United States forces would be assigned to NATO inter- 
national commands for operational control; administration and support of these 
forces remains a United States responsibility. Similar arrangements apply to 
the forces of other NATO countries. 


SACLANT 


SACLANT, like SACEUR, is directly responsible to the Standing Group. His 
peacetime duties are: 


1. To develop defense plans. 

2. To organize and conduct combined training exercises. 

5. To make recommendations to the Standing Group and the national 
authorities on military questions which will affect his ability to discharge 
his wartime and peacetime responsibilities. 


1. To establish an efficient organization suitable as a nucleus for wartime 
expansion. 


SACLANT, like SACEUR, has the right of direct communication with all the 
governments which have forces earmarked for his command. His primary task 
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in time of war would be to provide NATO with security in the Atlantic Ocean 
by guarding its sea lanes and denying its use to an enemy. 

In time of peace, forces are periodically placed at SACLANT’s disposal for 
combined training, but he has no force permanently assigned to him. The reason 
for this arrangment is that the Atlantic maritime powers of NATO naturally 
maintain naval forces and maritime air forces to protect their national interests 
in those waters in time of peace. To have created a separate NATO naval force 
for the specific purpose of guarding the Atlantic Ocean lifeline in time of war 
would have been impossibly expensive. 


CHANNEL COMMAND 


The Channel Command is under the joint command of an Allied Commander 
in Chief and an Allied Maritime Air Commander in Chief. 

In peacetime, the Allied Commander in Chief Channel, in conjunction with 
the Maritime Air Commander in Chief, is responsible for preparing plans for 
the control and defense of the Channel area and for coordinating these with 
other NATO and national plans. 

In time of war these Commanders in Chief have the following joint respon- 
sibilities : 

1. To control the Channel in the North Sea area and deny it to the enemy. 
2. To protect the sealanes of communications. 
3. To support operations conducted by SACEUR and SACLANT. 
There are no United States forces in CHANCOM. 


UNANIMITY OF AGREEMENT BEFORE A DECLARATION OF WAR 


SACEUR’s authority is based on the North Atlantic Treaty. Article V of that 
treaty is the operative article. 

Arr. V. The Parties agree that an armed attack against one or more of 
them in Europe or North America shall be considered an attack against them 
all; and consequently they agree that, if such an armed attack occurs, each 
of them, in exercise of the right of individual or collective self-defense 
recognized by Article 51 of the Charter of the United Nations, will assist the 
Party or Parties so attacked by taking forthwith, individually and in concert 
with the other Parties, such action as it deems necessary, including the use 
of armed force, to restore and maintain the security of the North Atlantic 
area, 

Any such armed attack and all measures taken as a result thereof shall 
immediately be reported to the Security Council. Such measures shall be 
terminated when the Security Council has taken the measures necessary 
to restore and maintain international peace and security. 

Pages 12-14 of the Report of the Committee on Foreign Relations of the Senate 
on Executive L, Slst Congress, 1st session, on the North Atlantie Treaty are 
pertinent to the procedure for obtaining agreement before a declaration of war. 
On page 14, there is a full discussion of the division of functions between the 
Legislative and Executive Branches with respect to the action of the United 
States might take in the event of an emergency. Similar provisions would pertain 
within the governments of our NATO Allies. 


General Berceuisr. Yes, sir. 

Senator Symineton. Now we go down to COMAIRCENT, under 
CINCENT. Who is the commander of CINCENT again? 

Colonel Cuiipress. Marshal Juin, sir. 

Senator Symineron. And under him you have COMATRCENT? 

Colonel Cumpress. Yes, sir. 

Senator Syminetron. And who is that? 

Colonel Cuimpress. That is Sir George Mills, British RAF marshal. 

General Bercaguisr. Air marshal. 

Senator Symineron. Do all our air forces in NATO report to 
George Mills? 

Colonel Cutpress. Not all of the NATO Air Forces, only those 
in the center. : 

Senator Symineron. Just the ones in that particular command? 


Sir 


h 
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Colonel Cumpress. That are shown there in the four ATAF. 

Senator Symrneron. All you have on the chart goes through there. 

What other air forces would there be that are not on the chart? 

Colonel Cutpress. We have a few units in England which report 
directly to SACEUR. 

Senator Symineton. Are they on the chart ? 

Colonel Cuiipress. No,sir. They are on another chart. 

Senator Symrneron. They are on another chart coming up? 

Colonel Cutupress. Yes, sir. 

Senator Symrneron. You have ATAF. What is ATAF? 

Colonel Curpress. Allied Tactical Air Force. 

Senator Syaineron. And that is the 4th Air Force, is it? 

Colonel Cuivpress. Fourth Allied Tactical Air Force. 

Senator Symrneron. And in there you have French, British, and 
Canadian ? 

Colonel Cittpress. Yes, sir. 

Senator Symineton. You say the 12th Air Force? 

What does that mean? 

General Berequist. That is a United States Air Force designation. 

Senator Symrneron. Is it a tactical command? 

General Beraauisr. Yes, sir. 

Senator Symineron. Are you going to get later into type and char- 
acter ? 

General Berequtst. Yes, sir, we will cover the 12th Air Force. 

Senator Symineron. And in Germany we have another air force. 
But we don’t have any planes or personnel in the Second Air Force 
in Germany, is that right? 

General Bercauist. No, sir, no United States. 

Colonel Curipress. No United States in the Second Allied Tactical 
Air Force. 

Senator Symrineron. So except for our Air Force units in England 
which you will cover later, in the NATO picture, under SACEUR 
we have one air force which is the 12th Air Force, under the ATAF 
in Germany ¢ 

General Bereaquist. Yes, sir. 

Senator Symincron, Senator Duff, have you any questions at this 
point ? 

Senator Durr. No, sir. 

Senator Symineron. Mr. Counsel ? 

Mr. Hamitron. No questions, sir. 

General Berequist. May we have the next chart, please. 

Now under our peacetime and wartime setup, we have the neaa- 
quarters of the United States Air Forces Europe. The commander 
is known as CINUSAFE and except for those commitments to NATO 
which commit certain forces to the operational control of NATO in 
wartime, he exercises command administration, and also operational 
control of those units which are not committed to NATO. 


1,630 UNITED STATES AIR FORCE AIRCRAFT COMMITTED TO NATO 


Our overall commitment to NATO in the way of aircraft is 1,630 
United States Air Force aircraft. 
Mr. Hamiiron. Are they all in the 12th Air Force? 
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General Berequist. No, sir. 

Mr. Hamiuron. Except for those that are in England ¢ 

General Beraquist. That is right. 

Mr. Hamivron. They are either in the 12th Air Force or in the 
groups in England ? 

General Beraquist. Yes, sir. 

Senator Symineton. What is that headquarters, 17th Air Force? 

General Beraquisr. Headquarters 17th Air Force is in Africa. 

Senator Symrnoron. Is that under the NATO command? 

General Berequistr. No, sir. All the units on this chart except the 
units under the 17th Air Force are comm.ited to NATO. 

Senator Symincron. How about the 3d Air Force? 

General Beraquisr. The 3d Air Force is in England and the com- 
bat units, the wings under the 3d Air Force, are committed to NATO, 
but operate directly under SACEUR. 

Mr. Haminron. Are the air forces at Dharan committed to NATO? 

General Berequisr. I prefaced my remark by saying all the combat 
units for this chart, if you will consider all the wings ‘and lower units 
as the combat units, are the ones that are committed. 

The 2d Air Division at Dharan does not have any combat units. 

Senator Symineron. For clarity, maybe you are going to do it any- 
way, General, will you describe which of those were combat units and 
which were not ¢ 

General Berequisr. When I speak of the combat units, I mean those 
which are listed as wings, groups or squadrons on this chart. 

Senator Symineton. Let’s start at the top and go down, as we did 
on the other chart. 

The headquarters of USAFE. That stands for United States Air 
Force in Europe ? 

General Bereauist. Yes, sir. 

Senator Symineron. Is at Weisbaden. Who commands that? 

General Beraquist. General Tunner, sir. 

Senator Symineron. And to whom does General Tunner report? 

General Bercauist. Tunner wears about three hats, and if I may 
I would like to read from an Air Force Regulation, No. 23-20, on the 
organization for the United States Air Forces in Europe. 

Senator Symineron. I did not hear that, excuse me. 


ORGANIZATION OF UNITED STATES AIR FORCES IN EUROPE 


General Berequist. If I may, I would like to read from Air Force 
Regulatiou 23-20 which sets up the organization and mission for the 
United States Air Forces in Europe, in order to describe what his 
functions are. 


Paragraph 2. Command relationships and authority. 

a. In the Joint Chiefs of Staff structure CINCUSAFE is (1), a component 
ayy ome under the commander in chief United States European Command 
Uz. CINCEUR. 

(2) A specified commander under the Department of the Air Force as execu- 
tive agency for the performance of those specific missions assigned. 

b. In the United States Air Force command structure CINCUSAFE is the 
commander of a major air command. He has command authority over all 
assigned units of his service, exercises operational control of such units except 
for the operational control exercised by the North Atlantic Treaty Organization 
commander, and has certain responsibilities for unit service matters in connec- 
tion wtih all Air Force units, agencies, and activities and installations located 
within the whole of his geographical area of responsibility. 
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The mission is next, that is paragraph 3. 

Mr. Hamiuron. That relates to the commander at the headquarters 
USAFE, does it, General / 

General Bereeuisr. Yes,sir. ThisisCINCUSAFE. 

Mr. Hamiiron. And that on the chart is the commander of the head- 
quarters USAFE? 

General Berequisr. That is right, sir, at Weisbaden. 


MISSIONS OF UNITED STATES AIR FORCES IN EUROPE 


[ nder missions: 

\. The CINCUSAFE as a component commander will perform missions as 
directed by USCINCEUR. 

B. The CINCUSAFE as a specified commander will perform missions as 
assigned by the Department of the Air Force as the executive agency. 

Cc. The CINCUSAFE as the commander of a major air command will, 

1. Carry out the Air Force policies and directives as prescribed by the Chief 
of Staff USAF. 

2. Provide or arrange for administrative and logistical support of all Air 
Force units and activities in his geographical area of responsibility and support 
the United States Army, the United States Navy, and the Allied nations activi 
ties in accordance with mutual agreements or as may be directed. 

Senator Syminoeron. Off the record. 

( Discussion off the record. ) 

Senator Symineron. Back on the record. 

Let’s go tothe 12th Air Force. 

Who is their commander ¢ 

General Brerequisr. General Lee, sir. 

Senator Syminetron. Where is his headquarters ? 

General Berequisr. At Ramstein in Germany. 

Senator Symineron. Under there you have 36-21-48-50, FBW. 

W hat do those connote ¢ 

General Berequist. The numerical designation of wings, FDW 
fighter day wing; FBW, fighter bomber wing. © 

Then down in the next line—— 

Mr. Haminron. Pardon me, General, if I may. 

Before you come to the next line, are you going to describe for us 
later the number and types of planes in those wings ¢ 

General Berequisr. Yes, sir, we are prepared to do that. () 

Senator Symineron. You are going to break those down in detail 
later ? 

General Beraquist. Yes, sir, we are prepared to do so. 

Senator SymMineton. Now to whom does General Lee report ? 

General Berequisr. General Lee, as 12th AF Commander, reports 
to General Tunner. 

Senator Symineron. And nobody else. 

You havea clear-cut line of command there. 

General Berequist. That is right. As commander of 4th ATAF, 
which includes 12th AF, Ist Canadian Air Division, and Ist French 
Tactical Air Force he also reports to Sir George Mills of Allied Air 
Forces Central Europe. 

Senator Symineron. Then the chain of command is not so clear. 
Let’s go to the 3d Air Force. Will you describe what the 7th AD 
means ¢ 
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General Berequist. The 3d Air Force in England, which is com- 
manded by General Wilson, also has for coordination and support the 
7th Air Division which isa unitof SAC, © 

Senator Symineron. But the fact that that line is broken instead of 
solid means that that unit actually reports back to Omaha. Is that 
right ? 

General Brereauistr. Yes, sir. 

Shall I goon tothe 17th Air Force? 

Senator Symineron. Yes, will you. 

General Bereauist. We have the 5th Air Division which is under 
the same setup as the 7th in that it isa SAC Division reporting back to 
Omaha. 

We have the 316th Air Division which is mainly an air-defense unit, 
and it now has fighter interceptor squadrons under it, plus radar units 
which we have not shown on this chart. © 

Senator Symineton. Now where is that Air Force stationed again? 

General Berequist. The headquarters of the 17th Air Force is at 
Rabat in Morocco. 


QUESTION OF RESPONSIBILITY FOR GROUND DEFENSE OF FOREIGN BASES 


Senator Symineron. Who is responsible for the ground defense of 
that wing? 

General Beraquisr. For the ground defense ? 

The ground defense is the responsibility of the base commanders. 

Senator Symineron. Does he have troops on the base to defend it in 
case of local attack ? 

General Berequist. He has his own integral security forces, namely, 
air police to a certain extent, and plans for augmentation by the other 
personnel on the base. 

Senator Symrneron. Would you furnish for the record at this point 
details of what there is at that base to defend it in case of local attack ? 

Senator Durr. May Lask a question in that connection ? 

Senator Symineron. Yes, indeed. 

Senator Durr. Isn’t the responsibility for the defense of those bases 
in the French dependencies a French responsibility ¢ 

Don’t they retain that ¢ 

General Brrcquist. Tomy knowledge it is. 

Senator Symineron. You have a problem there. 

General Bercquistr. Yes, sir. 

Senator Symrneton. You have the French colonials farther to one 
side than the French Government. The French Government in effect 
is in the middle; and then you have the natives. 

General Bereaquist. Yes, sir. 

Senator Symineron. If somebody got out of hand, whether colonials 
or natives, it might make for a tricky situation. Isn’t that a fair 
statement ¢ 

General Berequist. Yes, sir. 

Senator Durr. Isn’t it also true that throughout France the re- 
sponsibility for the defense of all these bases is French ? 

They have not surrendered their authority to protect those bases 
anywhere where they have the command, have they ‘ 

Senator Symineton. Are yousure about that, Senator ? 
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Senator Durr. I think that is right. 

Senator Symineron. Then your question, as a practical one, from 
the standpoint of effectiveness, is not based on whether they have any 
troops at the point in question. 

Senator Durr. I think that is true. 

Senator Symineron. If they have taken that responsibility, we 
might be in more trouble than if they had not, because the natives 
apparently are much more friendly with our people than they are with 
the French. 

Senator Durr. Lagree with that. 

[ think nevertheless that the French retain the right to be respon- 
sible for the protection of all those bases in their dependencies, isn’t 
that true? 

General Berequist. Colonel Childress, do you know what the exact 
situation is in that area at this time? 

Colonel Cuinpress. No, sir, I don't. 

Senator Durr. I think that is one of the weaknesses of the setup. 

Senator Syminecron. Colonel Peterson, do you know 4 

Colonel Prererson. Yes, sir; that is the true picture. The French 
do retain the responsibility. 

Senator Syminetron. Then Senator Duff is correct. 

Colonel Prrrrson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Symineton. That settles that. 

If there are mistakes in the record, when you get your copies of it, 
please correct it. 

General Bercauist. Yes, sir. 

Senator Symineron. I think that handles that chart. 

General Berequist. All right, sir. Let’s go ahead with the next 
chart. 

LOCATION OF UNITED STATES AIR FORCE RADARS 


On this chart we show the United States Air Force radars which 
are in place. 

You must remember that in the NATO establishment there are 
additional radars which tie into the whole system. 

On this chart I am showing just the United States radars where 
you see nine in the area which is controlled generally by the 12th 
Air Force that we mentioned previously. 

Mr. Hamivron. General, having in mind the record, I wonder if 
you would mind describing in a general way the coverage of the radar 
installations that you have mentioned. (@) 

General Brrequist. The radar installations are located in 
Germany. © 

Senator Symrnectron. What does the dot there represent? (@) 

General Berequisr. The dot is a radar located down in Italy. © 


CAPABILITY OF UNITED STATES RADARS 


Mr. Hamivron. When you say ———— miles, General, do you mean 
that they would extend ———— miles around the area in which they are 
located, circular from their point of location? @) 

General Berequist. That is essentially correct. 

Mr. Hammon. Radius? 
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General Brrequist. The performance of these particular type 
radars gives coverage about —miles in radius. © 

Mr. Hamirron. As regards the Soviet-controlled territory, if one 
includes eastern Germany in that phrase, then we would have there 
——— radars that would give ———— miles coverage into eastern 
Germany; isthat right? @© 

General Bercquist. That is approximately correct. 

Mr. Hamitton. And to what altitude would the radars in question 
give coverage ? 

General Berequisr. These particular types of radars have fairly 
reliable coverage to — feet and much less reliable coverage above 
that. ©) 

Mr. Hamivron. Are you going to describe at some later point the 
scope and character of the NATO radar coverage in its relation 
to this? 

General Berequisr. No, sir, I had not intended to because that is 
a NATO matter which I am not prepared to discuss. 

Mr. Hamittron. Do you have any information as to the adequacy 
or inadequacy of the NATO system? We have had some testimony, 
I believe in connection with General Weyland’s presentation, which, 
rather indicated that each country tended to pursue its own course, 
or had in the past at least. 

General Berequist. The policy has been that each country is re- 
sponsible for its own air defense. 

SACEUR has been given coordinating responsibility now and has 
an air defense plan which is in the early stages of implementation. _ 

We also indicate radars located in Morocco and vatana in Libya. © 

That is the extent of the present radar coverage furnished by United 
States Air Force radars. 








AIR DEFENSE RESPONSIBILITY 


Senator SymrneTon. As you look at that chart, you see some pretty 
big cavities ? 

General Berequist. Yes, sir. 

Senator Symrncron. What is the command relationship between 
what the United States Air Force does in this work and what NATO 
does? 

General Berequist. SACEUR has been assigned coordinating re- 
sponsibility for the air defense of the NATO area as a whole, and he 
has a plan drawn up to tie the whole works together as a system. 

Senator Symrneron. Then these units report to SACEUR? 

General Brrequist. No, sir, these units, those in the German area, 
report to the 12th Air Force. 

Actually they operate under two tactical control groups. 

Senator Symrveton. When you mentioned the word “coordinate” 
with respect to the 3d Air Force in England and the 7th over there, 
you said nevertheless that that was coordinated with the 3d Air Force 
but it reported to SAC, and I am wondering 

General Brrequistr. No, sir, I am afraid you misunderstood me, 
Senator. 

What I said was that SACEUR, General Gruenther’s headquar- 
ters, General Gruenther himself has been given coordinating respon- 
sibility for the NATO organization for air defense in Europe. 
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Senator Symineton. Let’s see the chart before this chart. 

Now what is that 7-AD over there under the 3d Air Force? 

General Berequisr. Under the 3d Air Force the 7th Division is a 
SAC Air Division in England. 

Senator Symrneron. And you said that was coordinated, as I under- 
stood it, with the 3d Air Force. That is the reason the line was 
broken. 

General Bereguisr. Yes, sir. 

The 3d Air Force and the 7th Air Division coordinate, and the 3d 
Air Force also has certain support responsibilities for the 7th Air 
Division. 

Senator Symincron. But the 7th Air Division reports from a com- 
mand standpoint to Omaha? 

General Berequist. That is right. 

Senator Symineron. I asked you that and you said “right”? 

General Berequist. That is right, sir. 

Senator Symineron. O. K., now let’s go back to the chart you just 
showed. 

My question on that chart is where does this radar report from a 
command standpoint, the German radar, for example? 

General Berequist. In Germany those radar are controlled by two 
tactical air groups; and those tactical air groups report to the 12th 
Air Force. 

Senator Symineron. And the 12th Air Force reports to? 

General Berceuist. CINCUSAFE, General Tunner. 

Senator Symincron. And where do they down there in North 
Africa—to what do they report? @) 

General Bercquist. In North Africa they report to the 316th Air 
Division which is under the 17th Air Force. () 

Senator Symrneron. And to whom does the 1 7th Air Force report? 

General Berequisr. It reports to CINUSAFE. 

Senator Symreron. And the ones over here in the central 
Mediterranean? © 

General Berequist. Those also are under the 17th Air Force. 

Senator Symineron. And they report the same way ? 

General Brraquist. Yes, sir. 

Senator Symineron. To CINUSAFE? 

General Bereauist. The 17th Air Force reports to CINCUSAFE; 
yes, sir. 

Senator Symrneron. The reason for this line of questioning, the 
chain of command would appear pretty involved. If you saw some 
enemy planes coming over, you would have to act right away; would 
you not ¢ 

General Brerequist. Yes, sir. 

These particular areas are set up more or less as island type air 
defense structures. 

Mr. Hamivrton. Island type? 

General Berequtst. Island type. In other words, each area operates 
more or less independently. 

There are plans, as I stated, for tie-in with the NATO structure and 
any others that are put in. 

Senator Symrneron. General LeMay pointed out that the Com- 
munists could do a lot of things if they went out to sea farther than 
was expected. 
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Now suppose they go out to sea and come in where you haye those 
radars and they are seen. (0 
What is the first step by the man who sees them ¢ 


SITUATION OF UNIDENTIFIED PLANES 


General Berequtst. The first step is for them to scramble fighters 
for identification pur poses, go up and identify them. 


Senator Symineron. Suppose they decide they may, or may not 
be, enemy bombers? 


They have to find out, don’t they ? 

General Brereeuist. The first thing they do is look at the bomber 
and see if it has Russian markings on it. If it does they will shoot 
it down. 

Senator Symrncton. Suppose it has British markings on it but is 
Russian. In England, in 1941, before we got in the war many planes 
the Nazis used for attacking England were English planes. 

General Brerequist. Then it is a judgment of the commander on 
the spot as to the guidance he has gotten and as to the tension we are 
under whether this is likely to be an aircraft, a Russian aircraft even 
with British markings, because if the tension is such, he can make the 
judgment of whether to shoot it down, because he knows that a British 
aircraft coming in is required to give him advance Beene 

Senator Symrneron. In other words, what you say is that, even 
though there is this admitted rather tenuous chain of command all 
around, you believe the local commander has enough authority to take 
action ¢ 

General Breraquist. Yes, sir. 

Senator Symrineton. Without referring it to higher authority? 

General Berequisr. Yes, sir. 

Senator Symineron. Thank you. 

Mr. Hamirron. That would be, would it, General, on the assump- 
tion that the bomber were coming in and it looked as though it were 
going to attack the airfield ? 

General Bereautst. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Haminron. I suppose the Russians under international law have 
as much right as we do to fly around the Bay of Biscay if they can get 
over the country to do it? 

General Berequist. It is a case of judgment, proper judgment in 
the situation. 

Senator SymMiIneTon. Suppose it happened today. If a plane, an 
unidentified plane, was shot at today, that might be rather messy ? 

General Breraauist. Yes, sir. 

Senator Durr. It might be messy in Russia if we got close to them. 
They would shoot it down. 

Senator Syminoron. They have shot at quite a few in the last few 
years. 

LOCATION OF OTHER RADARS 


General Berequist. I have indicated radars in Spain and additional 
radars in Morocco. () 

Mr. Hamtinron. General, the Spanish radars I note are located in 
the general form of an elong: ited diamond. @ 
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Is that because the area that they wish to protect, so to speak, is 
within the diamond ? 

General Berequist. Correct, we have an air defense program for 
the protection of the SAC bases which we are building in Spain. 

This program is phased with the expected operational dates for 
those bases both as to radars and as to fighter units that we are going 
to put in there. 

Senator Syminctron. The way you have those dots located. Do 
they cover each other ? Bie 

General Berequist. Yes, sir, it is overlapping. 

Senator Symineron. Your radars in Morocco. Are they for getting 
planes that come up from the south or off of the water ? 

Why do you have those dots backstopping the other dots? ©) 

General Berequisr. We are extending our coverage out in order to 
give us more warning time for an end run type of attack by Russian 
aircraft. (© 

Senator Symineron. Is that Tripoli? 

General Beraquisr. No, sir: that is Algeria and Tunisia. 

Senator Symineron. But Algeria is part of France. () 

General Berequisr. In an ideal ice you must build from the 
target outward, and therefore you should not leave that gap. As you 
vet additional forces we would like very much to get out and cover 
that area just right straight on through. (©) 

Mr. Wamirron. But there is no radar in Italy ? 

General Brereeuist. As I understand it, I believe there is some 
NATO radar there. 

Mr. Hamiron. Do you mean by that, General, Italian radar? 

General Berequisr. Italian radar. ©) 


FIGHTERS IN DEFENSE STRUCTURE 


Next, if you are ready to go on, sir, we show the fighter units that 
we have to back up or to operate with these radars. 

These are sqaudrons. 

Each brown dot represents a squadron. 

Senator Symrneron. What kind of planes have we in those squad- 
rons ? 

General Brereauist. Lieutenant Colonel Robert, will you recite 
that? 

Senator Symineron. Are you going to detail that later / 

General Berequist. We can detail that right now, sir. 

Mr. Hamivron. I think it might be helpful if we could get it in 
the record. 

General Bercauisr. As to what each dot represents ? 

Mr. Hamivton. Right. 

General Beraguist. I would like to introduce Colonel Robert who 
has been sworn, to discuss these units, their timing as to when they 
are activated and the type of aircraft with which they are equipped. 

Colonel Roserr. Sir, the units as shown in central Europe are pres- 
ently located. ©) 

TYPES OF PLANES 


Senator Symrneron. Do you have squadrons with some F-100’s 
and some F-86’s in them ? 
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Colonel Roserr. That is right, some are all-weather and some day 
fighters Century series types. 

General Berequist. I believe you misunderstood his question. 

In any particular squadron we do not have the mixture unless it 
is right during the conversion. 

We are converting the day fighter squadrons over there to F—100’s 
at the moment. () 

Senator Syminecron. And how many planes have you in a fighter 
squadron ? 

General Berequistr. Twenty-five is the normal complement, sir. © 

Senator Symineron. I think that clears us up on what you have in 
the way of fighters. 

General Brerequisr. Yes, sir. 

I would like to insert at this time that those squadrons in England 
operate within the RAF air-defense system. (© 

They augment the RAF air-defense system. 

Senator Symrneron. And to whom do they report? @ 

General Beraqutsr. For operational control they are under the 
RAF air-defense system. 


OBSOLETE FIGHTERS 


Senator Symineton. By 1959, that would be a pretty obsolete air- 
plane based on the altitude given us on Russian bombers. Isn’t that a 
fair statement ¢ 

General Berequisr. That iscorrect. © 

Senator Symrneron. It would not be one way to England. 

General Brercquist. Yes, sir, but that type of altitude is 1 hour of 
fuel left over the target. 

Senator Symrneron. But look where they would go from, East 
Germany if necessary, where almost as soon as you gain altitude you 
are on your target, mght? 

General Brercguist. Yes, sir. 

Senator SymMineton. So you would not have any question here of 
one-way mission. 

General Brercquist. That is right. 

Senator Symineton. We have air-defense squadrons in England. 
I understand that. @ 

General Beraquist. Take the other areas,now. (© 

Senator Symrneron. But first, why don’t you convert these planes 
quicker ? 

General Bercquist. We do not have the airplanes, sir. 

Senator Symineton. You know the F-86D is obsolete as against 
the possible enemy. 

Colonel Ropert. Yes, sir. 

Senator Syminetron. Why don’t we accelerate the schedules? 

General Brrequistr. I believe those are the schedules that we now 
operate under. 

Colonel Roserr. That is the current program which provides air- 
craft availability at this time. (@) 

Senator Symrneron. There are 86D’s there too? 

Colonel Rozerr. 86D’s there now. © 

Senator Symrneron. Where are you getting those F—-86’s from? 

General Beraquist. They will come mainly from the Air Defense 
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Command 86D's as the Air Defense Command 86D’s are replaced by 
102's. 
Senator Symineron. That is the plan is it? 
Mr. Counsel, I interrupted you. 
Mr. Hamiron. No, that is what I was going to ask, when they were 
scheduled to be replaced by a different type of plane. ©) 


TWENTY-FIVE AIRCRAFT PER SQUADRON 


Mr. Hamaiuron. Do each of these squadrons that are indicated as 
being operational now have 25 planes apiece ¢ 

General Brerequist. Yes, sir, we have the inventory figures. As 
far as I know at the moment, eve ry one of them has 25. 

Mr. Hamitron. They are up to strength ? 

General Brrequist. Twenty-five aircraft. Some of them have a 
few more. We would have to check to be accurate on that from daily 
reports. 

Mr. Hamivron. But there is no substantial difference between the 
planned strength and the ac ~~ strength ¢ 

General Brereauistr. No, s 


PROCESS OF INTRODUCING NEW AIRCRAFT INTO FORCES 


Senator Symrneron. Then as I understand it, the plan is to first re- 
place all our F-86D’s in the Statés or in the ZI with F—102’s, and then 
after that we will put the F—102’s over here; is that right ? 

General Berequist. That is not quite correct, sir. 

We won't replace all the F-86D’s with 102’s. 

We also have 101’s coming along, and out in the future, we contem- 
plate actual replacement by the use of missile units in some areas. 

Senator Symirneron. You are talking about the ZI now ¢ 

General Bercquist. Yes, sir. 

Senator Symineron. But we won’t put any of the F-102’s in Eu- 
rope or Africa until we have replaced the F-86D’s in the ZI to the 
extent we plan to replace them ? 

General Brrequist. To the extent we plan to replace them; yes, sir. 

Senator Symineton. With 102’s. 

General Beraguist. Yes, sir; but I would like to make it clear, sir, 
that we will still have some F-86D units in the ZI when we send 
F-102’s over to Europe. 

In other words, we don’t completely use up the 102’s here to replace 
F-86D’s before we give some to Europe. 

Senator Symincron. Where will the F-86D’s be? 

Ge neral Berequist. In various units in the United States. 

ator Symineron. In TAC or Air Defense? 

Gesell Bereauist. Air Defense. These are 86 Dogs, which are 
the interceptor versions. They will all be in the Air Defense 
Command. 

Senator Symrncron. This replacement plan with 102’s is somewhat 
theoretical; is it not ? 

In other words, you could decide that you needed more 102’s in the 
Z1, or somewhere else; and then you would simply take those you had 
planned for Europe and North Africa and place them somewhere else. 

General Brraquist. Let me get this question straight, sir. 
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Senator Syminoron. For instance when we were planning to replace 
84's in Europe with 86's, we had a production schedule that did not 
increase when the time came to replace the 84's. We dee ‘ided we needed 
the 86's more in the ZI, so we me not replace the 54’s in Europe. 

That might happen in this ca: 

General BerGQulist. Poets 

Senator Symineron. Therefore you might continue with 
F-86D’s. 

It.is a case of scheduling what your production program 1 


the 


is. 1s It not / 

General Bereauist. . Yes, sir: it is the rate of modernization. 

Senator Symineron. Right. You might increase that 
States at the expense of Kurope or you might imerease it 
at the expense of the States. 

General Bercquisr. That is right. 

Senator Syminctron. As a matter of fact, we still have a lot of the 
old 84’s in Europe; do we not ? 

General Beraquist. Yes, sir. 

How many do we have! These are 84-F’s. I think as far 


AALS 


rate in the 
in Europe 


as the 
United States Forces are concerned, I believe we have no more 84—-G’s, 
is that correct, Colonel Peterson? So the 84’s are 
is the sweptback version, the later model. 

Senator Symineron. The 84—F’s 

General Beraauist. 84—-F’s. 

Senator Syminetron. You are prepared to show us that later ? 

General Brerequisr. Yes, sir; we are prepared to show you what 
any unit is equipped with over here now. 


the F version which 


AIR DEFENSE 


Senator Symineron. Those are fighter-bombers / 

General Bercauist. Yes, sir. 

Senator Syminecton. That is the reason you have 
with the fighters ¢ 

General Berequist. That is right. We are trying to deve lop here, 
Mr. Senator, the air defense, and I would like to also emphasize that 
any fighter aircraft which are not committed to another type of 
D-day operation will be used to back up air defense. 

Senator Symineton. This is pretty skinny fighter defense against 
what we understand the possible enemy has, isn’t it / 

General Beraquist. Well, you have to remember that there are 
considerable NATO forces over here and also Navy forces. 

Senator Symrneron. You are going to tell us what the NATO 
forces have in the way of equipment 

General Berequist. No, sir: I had not intended to do that. 

I don’t have it. 

Senator Symrneton. Do you know what they have? 

General Brerequist. No, sir. 

Senator Symineton. Colonel Petersen, do you know? 

Colonel Prererson. No, sir. 

Senator Symineton. You know they have some 84-G’s 

Colonel Perrrson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Symineton. Is that considered an obsolete fighter ? 


not shown them 


- don’t you! 


to 
to 
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Colonel Prrerson. No, sir; I would not consider it an obsolete 
fighter. It still has capability. 

I think it is obsolescent. 

Senator SymineTon. It is two down as against an F-100, or an 
86—D; isn’t it? 

Colonel Perrerson. Yes, sir. 

Senator SyminetTon. And it is three down against the 104; isn’t it? 

Colonel Pererson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Symineron. So it is the fourth best defensive fighter we 
have in production today. 

Colonel Peterson. Well, it depends upon which role you are talking 
about, sir. The 84—-G is a fighter-bomber. 

Senator Symineton. I am talking about the 84-F. 

General Beraquist. 84-F is also a fighter-momber. 

Senator Symrneron. Are there any 84’s that are fighters in Europe 
today ¢ 

Colonel Perrerson. No, sir. 

General Beraauist. No, sir. All the 84’s from the start were 
designed as fighter-bombers; is that right? 

Colonel Prererson. That is correct. 

Senator Symineron. All the 84’s from the start were designed as 
hehter-bombers ? 

General Beraquisr. Yes, sir. The day fighters are the 86’s, 100’s, 
104’s. 


QUESTION OF FIGHTERS USED BY ALLIES 


Senator Symineton. So what fighters are being used by our allies? 

General Berequist. We have furnished 84’s. 

Senator Symrneron. That is a fighter-bomber now ? 

General Berequist. Yes, sir. 

Senator Symineron. What defensive fighters have our allies got? 

Colonel Roverr. I am not familiar with the program but I do 
know F86K is being built as a fighter to be used by the NATO air de- 
fense forces. 

Senator Syminoron. It is being built now? 

Colonel Rogerr. Yes, sir, it is being built now. 

Senator Symineton. What other fighters have they ? 

Colonel Roserr. Well, sir, the Canadians are producing the CF 
100’s. 

Senator Symincron. How many CF-100’s are in Europe? 

Colonel Prrerson. None. 

Senator Symrneron. How many 86—K’s are in Europe? 

Colonel Roperr. I am not aware of that program, Mr. Senator. 

Senator Symrneron. Do you know, Colonel ? 

Colonel Pererson. Not on the 86—-K. @) 

Senator Symineton. What have the Benelux countries got? 

General Berequist. Mr. Chairman, we were not prepared to discuss 
the NATO forces. That is why we are not prepared on this. 

Senator Symrneron. I understand, but we are very interested in 
what is over there. 

General Berequisr. With the knowledge that some of my backup 
witnesses have, we will be glad to tell you what we know. 

Senator Symirneron. That is fine. 


a pecan 
sa 
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Colonel Childress ? 

Colonel Cutipress. Sir, the Belgian-Dutch complex are procuring 
for themselves, building for themselves under license from Great Brit- 
ain, the Hawker Hunter. There has been also a lot of talk about using 
the British all-weather fighter, the Javelin. The progress on the 
Javelin I am not familiar with. They are turning out Hawker 
Hunters, much slower than the original plan, but they are turning 
them out. 

We are providing F-86K’s, which is a simplified version of the 
F-86D with a less complex electronics system. We are providing 
those. They are being built by Fiat, in Italy. 

Senator Symrneron. Being built by whom? 

Colonel Cuitpress. They are being assembled by Fiat. 

Senator Symrneron. That is an obsolescent F—86 compared to an 
F-86D; is that a fair statement ? 

Colonel Cuitpress. Well, sir, it is the same airplane with a simpli- 
fied electronics system. 

Senator Symineron. We were told the reason the electronics system 
is simplified on 86K’s was because 80 percent of the vote in Turin is 
Communist; and so we decided we would not let them build some of 
our latest equipment. 

Therefore, it is fair to say it is not as good an airplane as the F-86D, 
is that right ? 

Colonel Cuitpress. I would not say that was right, sir. I would 
say that would be one very plausible reason, possibly. Another very 
plausible reason is the fact that we wanted to simplify, for some of 
our allies, the problems that go along with maintaining these very 
modern and Sener airplanes. 

General Brerequist. Senator, I think that the answer to your ques 
tion is that the c apability of the K, the fire-control system of the K, 
is less than our 86D, the capability of the fire-control system. 

The airplane functions are just the same, and the reason we did 
that was for, one, as you mentioned, security and two, to make an 
attempt to get a more simple system because of the very diffieult main 
tenance pr oblem. 

Senator Symrneton. Now how many wings have the Benelux group 
got, or squadrons? 

Colonel Curipress. I could not say offhand, sir. 

Senator Symrneron. Will you furnish that ‘for the record ? 

Colonel Cuttpress. We can provide it; yes, sir. 

Senator Symineron. So you have Canadian planes in NATO, I am 
talking about Europe now, and you have American planes, defense 
fighters, over there and you are going to furnish us with what the 
Benelux countries have. 

Have the Italians any fighters? 

General Bercautst. Yes, sir. 

Colonel Cumpress. They are going to have F-86K’s. 

Senator Symineron. How many squadrons or wings have they now? 

Colonel Cumpress. I would not want to trust my memory. 

Mr. Hamuitton. It might be useful to get a statement as to each of 
the NATO countries, the planes on hand and the planes projected. 

Senator Syaincron, Suppose we get a complete record of what they 
have. Not what they are going to hs ave, unless you include the time 
schedule. 
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General Berequist. I would like to refer that to the Department of 
Defense to furnish in connection with the whole NATO setup. 

Mr. Pennoyer. We will look at it and develop it one way or the 
other. 


Senator Symineron. Allright, General, will you proceed. 
FIGHTER-BOMBERS 


General Beraquist. Next we come to the fighter-bomber picture and 
I would like to ask Colonel Peterson to dise uss this. D 

Mr. Hamitron. What is the range of those aircraft ? 

Colonel Pererson. F84F’s 750 nautical miles. 

Mr. Hamiuron. They are fighters? 

Colonel Pererson. F ighter-bombers. 

Mr. Hamitron. What could they bomb from England ? 

Colonel Pererson. They have assigned targets. 

Mr. Hamiiron. Colonel, you are indicating that on the map. Could 
you describe the territory that you have indicated for us, please ? 

Senator Durr. What depth of penetration? @ 

General Brercquisr. May I interrupt here, Senator ? 

I would like to make sure everybody is cleared for at least top secret. 

Senator Symineron. Everybody eared for top secret and Q. 

General Breraquist. Yes, sir, and how about the recorders back 
there? 

Mr. Hamitron. They are cleare d, 

Senator Symincton. What do you mean by recorders? 

General Brraquist. I meant the debugging men back there. 

Senator Symineron. If they are not cleared we had better quit 
because they are over here to catch anybody that is not cleared. They 
come from the Pent: agon. 

To whom did your fighter-bomber squadrons or wings report to, the 
0 " s you have in Engl: ind? 

Colonel Prererson. Directly toSACEUR. © 

Senator Symineron. And the next question I asked was who those 
fighter-bombers in England reported to and you said they report to 
SACEUR, is that right ¢ 

Colonel Pererson. That is right. 

Senator Symineron. The fighters report to the British / 

Colonel Pererson. Right. 

Senator Symrnoron. General, will you go ahead? What is the 
difference between F—-86—F and F—86 H? ¢ (D 

Colonel Prrrrson. The F-86—-H has a bigger engine and an ex- 
tended 1 inge ovel the F—S6-F. 

Senator Symineron. What is the difference between the squares in 
pink and the circles in pink 4 

Colonel THomas. The squares in pink are the attack bombers and 
the circles are the fighter-bombers. 

Senator Symineron. We have not come to the TAC bombers yet; 
is that right ? 

Colonel Pererson. No,sir. © 

Mr. Hamiron. How many of those are operational in the sense that 
you could get them into combat within a day or two? 

Colonel Pererson. Eighty percent. 
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Mr. Hasuiton. Eighty percent ? 

Colonel Pererson. Yes, sir. © 

Mr. Hamiuron. Then depending on defenses and how many sur- 
vived, and so forth, you could continue your sorties ? 

Colonel Perrerson. Yes, to continue the sorties. (© 


GROUNDING OF B-57'8 


Senator Syminineron. Colonel, not to interrupt you, but there was 
a story this morning that all B—57’s were grounded; is that right ? 

Colonel Pererson. I did not hear it. 

General BERGQUIST. I don’t know. I did not take time to read any- 
thing in the office this morning before coming over here, sir. 

Senator Symrneron. It was said they had been grounded for some 
time. 

Colonel Kasir. They were grounded until yesterday, but they have 
been released with a flight restriction of 250 knots below 10,000 feet. 
These were due to difficulty with the tail section. 

Senator Symineron. Is the B—57 our modification of the Canberra / 

Colonel Kasie. Yes. 

Senator Symrineron. Is it built by anybody but Martin ? 

Colonel Kapur. No, sir. 

Senator Symrneron. All of them are now released for operation, 
but on the basis of troubles they cannot fly above 250 knots below 
10.000 feet ? : 

Colonel Kasre. That is right, sir. 

Senator Symineron. That is quite a limitation. 

Colonel Kasie. Yes, sir. 

The Martin people and the WADC Development Center, Air Ma- 
teriel Command, are working on the problem. We don’t know exactly 
what is wrong with the tail, whether it is a basic bad design, whether 
it is electrical trouble or exactly what, as of yesterday. 

The hermetically sealed relays are being installed in the airplane 
to endeavor to take care of the trouble. 

Senator Syminetron. How did we find the trouble, accidents ? 


SIX B-—57 ACCIDENTS 


Colonel Kasie. Accidents; yes, sir. 

Senator Symineron. What happened when the accident happened ¢ 

Colonel Kasie. At high speed several of the actuators, the trim- 
vctuators, in the tail would go to the full-nose downtrim position, 
which would result in the airplane diving into the ground, because 
at that speed the control pressures were so great that the pilot could 
not physically overcome them. 

Senator Symrneron. Colonel, what is your name, sir? 

Colonel Kanie. Kable, sir. 

Senator Symrneron. You seem to know this subject well. 

How many dove into the ground ? 

Colonel Kastr. To date there have been six such accidents. 

Senator Symrneton. Did we lose the crew in all cases? 

Colonel Kanter. Only in one case we got the crew back; this hap- 
pened very recently on the west coast. 
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For apparently no reason the trim tab, so to speak, ran away. His 
airspeed was not so high that he could not control it with both arms 
on the column, and got “his airplane back. 

This actuator too was found completely in the nose downtrim 
position. 

Senator Symineron. Colonel, you are representing General Mus- 
grave. Will you get a complete report to this committee with respect 
to this problem, which the committee learned about only this morning? 
We knew nothing about this in the Congress. It is a serious m: ter. 

Colonel, have you been sworn ? 

Will you stand up ? 

Will you give your naine, please. 

Colonel AnTuis. Anthis, sir. 

Senator Symineron. You solemnly swear any information you give 
this committee of the Senate Armed Services Committee will be the 
truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God ‘ 

Colonel Anruis. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Haminron. You might also get the production of this bomber, 
what effect this thing will have on it. 

Senator Symineron. That is an excellent idea. 

Are we continuing to build the B-57 ? 


B—57°S PHASING OUT 


Colonel Karrie. The B—57 bombers are completed, delivered except 
for just a handful of airplanes. 

Senator Symineron. And there is no plan for further production 
of the B-57’s? 

Colonel Kasie. Except for the ones I mentioned in the tow target 
roles and special airplanes. 

Senator Symrneron. And that includes roughly how many # 

Colonel Kanie. Iam not prepared to say. 

Senator Symineron. Would you find that out ? 

Colonel Kase. Yes, sir. 

The bomber version and some tow target versions and some special 
models. (@) 

Senator Symineron. You say they were grounded until yesterday. 

Colonel Kasie. They were grounded for approximately a week 
until yesterday afternoon, at which time they were released with 
the restrictions. 

Senator SyMiIncron. So the airplane can fly at 12,000 feet is that it / 

Colonel Kanie. That is true, sir. 

Senator Symineron. What is the highest that you got into this 
trouble with the airplane that you know of ¢ 

Colonel Kasrie. The highest altitude ¢ 

Senator Symineron. Yes. 


HISTORY OF DIFFICULTY WITH B—-57 


Colonel Kasxe. ‘This trouble as far as I know has been experienced 
at any altitude. 

Now at what altitude the particular incidents happened I do not 
know. The ones that resulted in accidents were at low altitude— 


ee 


oer 
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Senator Symineron. Is the theory of releasing it above 10,000 feet 
that the crew will have time to get out ? 

Colonel Kanter. Time to get out, and the aerodynamic pressures on 
the controls are such that the man can more or less handle it. 

It at least gives him a chance to slow the airplane down where he 
can handle it. 

Senator Symineron. Colonel, I think we would be interested 
pretty complete record on this situation. 

Senator Duff and I would be very interested, and I am sure the rest 
of the committee would. 

Senator Durr. Is there any record of the British having similar 
difficulties with the Canberra ? 

Colonel Kasie. I don’t have that, but there is a record of it; yes, 

ir, the same problem. 

Senator Symrneron. As I remember it we started out with a light 
bomber called the B—51, which was designed by Martin; 
we changed that to the Canberra, because we thought the ( 
was better, and then we modified the Canberra into the B 
we are still in trouble, isn’t that about right ? 

Colonel Kane. Generally speaking, yes, sir. © 

Mr. Hamiiron. What does an airplane like this cost, Colonel ? 

Colonel Kasie. Roughly $1 million. 

Senator Symrneton. If it has this faulty characteristic you would 
not want to build that for the tow target people and have the plane 
dive into the earth? 

Colonel Kasie. The towing is little different because it is done at 
higher altitude, so that restriction would not be as serious as it would 
be in the bomber where we have to do low-altitude bombing. 

Senator Symineron. Tow targets are low altitude too often. 

For example some missiles are low-altitude missiles. Take the 
Matador, for example. 

General Beraautst. Yes, sit 

Mr. Chairman, as the colonel mentioned, we have a whole team of 
experts working on this to try to find a fix for it, and we have come to 
no conclusion yet which would justify the stopping of production at 
this time. 

Senator Duff, do you agree with me we should get this story ? 

Senator Durr. I thoroughly agree. 

Senator Symineron. Let’s get the story and get it quickly to find 
out. what is going to be done. 

General Bereauist. Mr. Chairman, could we have Colonel Peterson 
go on with the tactical forces ? 

He has not covered them all yet. 

Senator Symrneron. Yes, if he will. © 


and then 
Yanberra 
57 and now 


MEDIUM BOMBERS 


Senator Symineton. Generally what is a medium bomber squadron. 
a wing ? 

Colonel Kasir. The same, sir. 

Oh, medium, I am sorry, I believe a medium group is 45, 15 per 
squadron. 

Senator Symrneron. So you have one more per squadron / 

Colonel Kasie. That is right. 
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Senator Symincron. Plus spares? 

Colonel Kapier. Yes, sir. 

Senator Symineron. Why do you have one more, just as a matter 
f interest ? 

Colonel Kasie. An arbitrary figure so far as I know, sir. © 


PREFER B-47°S TO B-45’8 


Senator Symrneron. General, you would rather have B-47’s, 
vouldn’t you inasmuch as the B45 ultimately lost the competition to 
the B-47 back in the forties ? 

General Berceuist. Yes, sir. 

Senator SymineTon. Is ita case of lack of funds? 

General Bereeuist. Not at this time, sir. 

Senator SyMincron. Pleaseexplain. © 

If you had a bombing mission and knowing your record I know 
you have been on bombing missions, you would rather have B-47’s 
than B-45’s, would you not ¢ 

General Beraauist. Yes, sir. 

Senator Symineron. The reason you have not B-47’s is either some 
other command got them first or they did not make enough; is that a 
fair statement / 

General Bereeuist. Yessir. 

Mr. Hamuron. How many B—45’s are there in England ? 

Colonel Kasie. That is 48 per wing. 

Colonel Perrrson. Sixteen per squadron. ( 

Mr. Hamiiron. Do they have all-weather capability as far as bomb- 
ing is concerned ? 

Colonel Kasie. Yes, sir; they have airborne radar system. (0) 


MISSILES DEPLOYED 


General Brerequisr. Colonel Peterson, will you carry on with the 
other port lions? (D 

Colonel Prerrerson. In addition in Germany we have shown three 
squadrons of tactical missiles. 

There are two in place there right now and the other is en route. 

Mr. Hamiiron. What missiles are those ? 

Colonel Pererson. The TM 61, Matador. 

Mr. Haminron. And what are they useful for ? 


MATADORS WITH 600 MILE RANGE 


Colonel Perrerson. They have a strike capability with an atomic 
warhead. 

Mr. Haminron. At what range ? 

Colonel Pererson. They havea range 

Joe, have you got the exact range figure ? 

Colonel Trier. Yes, sir, the range of the missile itself is approxi- 
mately 600 miles. D 

Senator Symineron. You are talking against charts. There are 

three Senators not here today. One of them has a commencement, 
one’s mother died, so inasmuch as we cannot put these charts in the 
record, we ask these questions, to understand. 
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This is all printed after being censored; and it is available to 
members of the full committee, and to the Congress. 

Colonel Pererson. That completes the list. 

General Brer GQUIST. We h ave cove ‘red all the comb it Torees and all 
the troop carrier forces that we have in the European Theater. 

Senator Symineton. What percentage of your briefing is finished 
now ¢ 

General Bercauist. We next would like to go into the Pacific area 
to show the same thing. 

Senator SyMincron. Could you come back this afternoon / 

General Bergquist. All right, sir 

Senator Symineton. Would 2: 30 be convenient for you ? 

General Bercauisr. Yes, sir. , 

Sen: tor SYMINGTON. Is2: 30 allright with you, Mr. Counsel ? 

Jim, if you can’t be here ¢ can you assign anybody to ask questions? 

Sen: itor Dr FF. W ell, siz ae hs ave ACCe} ‘ted the 1 esponsibility of bei ing 
present. 

Senator SyMincTON. | want to ask a question, then we will recess 
to 2:30. .@) 

Senator SyminetTon. What is the missile picture ? 

General Brrequisr. We have the two squadrons of the Matador 
missile there now and a third one on the way. 

Senator Symineron. Then you will have a wing of Matadors over 
there # 

General Berequisr. Yes, sir. 

Senator Symineron. General, have we failed to ask what we should 
from the standpoint of the charts not being available in the record ¢ 

General Brerceuist. No: I feel we have covered all the forces, all 
the United States Air Force forces, combat forces, and the troop 
carrier forces, and the radars that we have over there. 

We of course have some additional units like air rescue units and 
special mission units also. 

Senator Symineron. Will you come back at 2: 30% 

General Berequist. We will be glad to, sir. 

Senator SyMineton. We are very grateful. 

The committee is recessed until 2: 30, 

(Whereupon, at 12:25, the sa delat was recessed until 2:30 
of the same day.) 

AFTERNOON SESSION 


Present: Senators Symington (presiding), Jackson, and Duff. 

Senator Symineron. Gentlemen, this is a continuation of the hear- 
ing of the subcommittee of the Senate Armed Services Committee. 

General Bergquist, you and/or your staff consider yourself sworn. 

General Brerequist. We will, sir. 

Senator Symineron. Will you proceed ¢ 

General Bereauisr. This afternoon, Senator, we will start out with 
the Pacific area. 


QUESTION OF ASSIGNMENT OF B-66'S 


Mr. Hamivron. May I interrupt for a moment to ask one question, 
before you get to the Pacific area. 

te you pl: in to have any B-66 bombers in the Tactical Air Forces 

LE urope { ? 
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TESTIMONY OF MAJ. GEN. KENNETH P. BERGQUIST, DIRECTOR OF 
OPERATIONS, HEADQUARTERS, UNITED STATES AIR FORCE— 


Resumed 


General Bercquisr. That is under study. We have not made a defi- 
nite determination on that. If they don’t go, they would be in our 
mobile task force that we have back here. (©) 

Mr. Hamuron. In the Tactical Air Force here? 

General Bberaquist. Yes. © 

Senator Symincron. When you say “under study,” what do you 
mean by that? 

General Berequist. A decision has not been made. We are actively 
studying the situation. 

Senator Symineton. Have you recommended that it be done in 
Tactical Air Command ¢ 

General Beraquisr. Recommended that the B—66 are to be assigned 
to Tactical Air Command ? 

Senator Symineron. Right. 

General Bercquist. The B—66 is assigned to Tactical Air Command. 

Mr. Hamitron. Just a question 

General Bereauist. Tactical Air Command here in the Zone.of 
Interior? 

Senator Symrneton. Yes. 

General Beraquist. The question, as I understood it: Do we con- 
template assigning the B-66 to the European area? 

Senator Symineron. If you did that, you would have to take them 
out of Zone of Interior? 

General Brerequist. That’s right. 





NO PLAN TO ORDER MORE B 66'S, IN SPITE OF B-45 AND B-57 SITUATION 


Senator Symineron. So the question Mr. Hamilton might have 
had on his mind is: Do you plan to order more B-66’s, in the light of 
what has turned up in the malfunctioning of the B-57’s? 

General Bercquist We have no such plan at this time. 

We were particularly concerned on replacing the B-45’s. 

Senator Symineron. B-45’s? 

General Berceuist. Yes, sir. 

Senator Symincron. Now, you were particularly intent on replac- 
ing the B-57's. 

General Berequist. Right, sir, if it cannot be fixed. 

Senator Syminoron. Thank you, General. 


FAR EAST ATR FORCE ORGANIZATION 


General Berequtsr. In the Pacific area, in discussing Air Force 
units there, I would like to start out with Commander, Far East Air 
Forces. 

Now, I will read from Air Force Regulation 23-26 on the organiza- 
tion of the Far East Air Forces. I will read paragraph 2, which is 
“Command Relationships and Authority.” 


Sub (a). In the Joint Chiefs of Staff structure COMFEAF is a component 
commander under the Commander-in-Chief Far East Command. 


(bd). In the Air Force Command structure, COMFEAF is the Commander of 
a major air command. He has command authority over all units, agencies, and 
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installations of the Air Force assigned to him in the CINCFE area of responsi- 
bility. He has responsibilities through Commander, Pacific Air Force, as set 
forth hereafter, for unilateral matters for assigned Air Force units, agencies, 
and installations located in the Commander-in-Chief, Pacific, 
responsibility. 

3. Missions. Sub (a). COMFEAF, as a component commander, will perform 
missions as directed by CINCFE. 

(b) COMFEAF, as a commander of a major air command, will (1) carry out 
the Air Force policies and directions as prescribed by the Chief of Staff, USAF; 
(2) provide or arrange for administrative and logistical support of all assigned 
Air Force units and activities in the CINCFE geographical area of responsibility 
and assist the United States Army, the United States Navy, and the United Nations 
activities in accordance with the mutual agreements, or as may be directed. 

3. Carry out the Air Force responsibilities in connection with overseas logistic 
and training support of mutual defense assistance program countries in the 
CINCFE area of responsibility. 

4. Carry out through COMPACAF unilateral Air Force responsibilities in the 
CINC PAC area of responsibility. 


area of 


Under the Far East Air Forces, we have the 5th Air Force, head- 
quarters of which is located in Japan; and we have the Pacific Air 
Force, for administrative purposes, under the Far East Air Force. 
It is located in Hawaii, and functions as the Air Force component of 
CINC PAC. 

Senerator Syminaron. Where is Kaomaki ? 

General Berequisr. Nagoya. 

Senator SYMINGTON. Japan ? 

General Bereauisr. Yes. 

Senator SyMineton. Misawa? 

General Berequisr. Japan. 

Senator SyMINGTON. Johnson ? 

General Brerequist. Japan. 

Senator Symineron. Itazuki? 

General Brerequist. Japan. 

Senator Symineron. Kadena ? 

General Berequist. Okinawa. 

Senator SymMIneTon. Osan ? 

Colonel Ropert. Osan Ni and Itami, Korea. 

Senator Symineron. Tachikawa? 

General Berequist. Japan. 

Senator Symineton. Clark? 

General Berequist. The Philippines. 

Senator Symineton. Taipeh ? 

General Beraquist. Formosa. 

Senator Symrnoton. General 

General Beraquist. Guam. 

Senator SymineTon. Finally, Wheeler? 

General Brraquist. Wheeler, Hawaii. 

Senator Symineron. So you have Formosa and the Philippines 
and Guam working out of Honolulu; and you have the 5th Air Force 
working out of Tokyo; is that right? 

General Berequist. That is right. That is, actually the head- 
quarters is in Nagoya, rather than Tokyo, but working under the 
Commander, Far East Air Forces, in Tokyo. 

Senator Symineron. Is General Kuter still head of the Far East 
Air Force? 

General Beraquist. That is correct. 
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Senator Symineron. Who is head of the 5th Air Force? 

General Berequist. 5th Air Force, General Ramey, who is being 
replaced this summer by General Fred Smith. 

Senator Symineton. Is he retiring—General Ramey ? 

General Brraquisr. No, sir; General Ramey is coming back to bé 
vice commander to General Partridge, Air Defense Command. 

Senator Symineron. And who is at Hickam? 

General Berequist. Hickam is General Sory Smith. 

Senator Symineron. Thank you. 

General Berequist. Are there any other questions on this particular 
chart before we pre weed to describe the disposition of the units? 

Senator Symincron. Senator Duff? 

Senator Durr. No, sir. 

Senator Symineron. Mr. Counsel? 

Mr. Hamitron. No; thank you. 


CLEAR CHAIN OF COMMAND 


Senator Symrneron. Your chain of command here is a much clearer. 
more simple situation; would you not say, General 

General Brerequist. Yes, sir. 

Senator Syminotron. All a direct line? 

General Brereauistr. Yes, sir. 

Senator Symineton. A direct chain of command. 

General Beraquist. Yes, sir. 

If there are no other questions on that, we will proceed to the Air 
Defense part of our forces in the Far East. 

Senator Symineron. Isn’t it a fair statement that. if there was 
trouble in the Far East, based on this type and character of chain of 
command, your problem would be far more simple than it would be iz 
Europe ¢ 

General Bercauist. Yes, sir. 

Senator SyMINGTON. In making decisions ? 

General Bereeutstr. Yes, sir. 


RADAR COVERAGE 


General Br RGQUIST. | would like to ask It. Col. Robert to outline 
for you the Air Defense system in the Pacific. 

Colonel Roserr. Sir, this chart portrays the general deployment 
of radar in the Far Eastern Air Force. © 

Senator Symineron. I would like to ask the Colonel-if he would 
put his finger on where Russia is on that map. 

Is it at Sakhalin, is that the lowest ? 

Colonel THomas. Here | indicating]. 

Senator Symincron. Weare that close, are we? 

Colonel Tromas. Yes, sir. 

Senator Symincton. You have much better radar coverage here 
than you have in Europe? 

General Beraauisr. Yes, sir. 

Senator Syminotron. That has been quite a rapid development, 
hasn’t it, General ¢ 

General Berequisr. Yes, sir. It was an outgrowth of the Korean 
show, and more or less got a head start. Also, it has been purely our 
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own system that we have put in there, as differentiated from a NATO 
type of organization. 

Mr. Hamunron. It is possible to arrive at any kind of even crude 
rule of thumb estimate as to how much such an installation costs? 

General Berequist. The whole works? 

Mr. Hamitron. A single installation. 


COST OF RADAR INSTALLATION 


General Bercauist. A single FPS radar installation, when I used 
to be in the air-defense business, we used to figure at $5 million. 

Mr. Hamiuron. Each one? 

General Beraquist. Yes. 

Mr. Hamirron. Are there any additions to thatgcost of communica- 
tion systems between the various stations, and things of that kind? 

General Berequist. Yes. 


PACIFIC SYSTEM OF COMMUNICATIONS SUPERIOR TO EUROPEAN 


Mr. Hamivron. Do you have an adequate system of communications 
n the Far East? 


General Berequisr. I imagine that the commander would say, no, 
it isn’t adequate, but I think —— 
j Mr. Haminron. At least, you have a system ¢ 
General Beraquist. A system which, as far as 1 know, works satis- 
factorily. 
Mr. Hamivron. It is my recollection of your testimony with respect 
to Europe that you proceeded on an island kind of basis. 
General Beraquist. Island. 
Mr. Hamuuron. So, the impression I gathered, and I wanted to 
know whether or not it was right, for the record, there wasn’t any real 


system of communications between one group of radar and another in 
Kurope. 

General Berequist. Not the type that you need for air defense. 

Mr. Hamiron. But you do have a system of that kind in the Far 
Kast ? 

General Bergquist. As far as I know, that is correct. 

Colonel Rosrrr. As far as I know, especially in the Japanese sys- 
tems proper. 
Mr, Hamitron. Thank you. ¢ 


— 


~ 
)) 


TYPES OF FIGHTERS AND LIGHT BOMBERS 


Senator Symineron, Colonel, at this point, for the benefit. of myse - 
is well as the rest of the committee, please give us a very brief deseri 
tion of the difference between the F-86, F,G ,K,or H. What are the 
F-86’s? 

Colonel Roserr. We have the F—86—D, an all-weather interceptor ; 
F-86—-F—and I would rather that would come frem Colonel Thomas. 

Colonel THomas. F-86 is a day fighter; F-86 modified, also has a 
fighter-bomber capability; F-86-K_ is an all-weather fighter, with a 
simplified, or modified system—— 

Senator Symineron. Those are all F—86’s? 

Colonel Tuomas. F-86—-H, a fighter-bomber; F-86—-F, fighter- 
bomber. (© 
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Senator Symineron. Is the F-86—D the oldest ! 

Colonel Roserr. No, sir. The original was the F-86—-A. It is the 
first F—-86 all-weather interceptor, first and only. 

General Bercqguisr. First we started with the F—S6—A, as in Korea, 
and then we went to F—86—E, which was an improved version of the 
day fighter; then the F, which is a further inprovement, and just 
prior to the E. we got into the D, which is the all-weather version. 

Senator Sy«rineron. Those are all the fighters that you have 
there / ) 

Colonel Ronerr. Those are all the fighters, sir, that are committed 
to the area defense mission in the FEAF areas, sir. 

General Bereaquisr. Well, now, proceed to the fighter-bombers and 
Lit cal bombers. DD 

Mr. Haminron. What type of aircraft were those? 

Colonel Pererson. F-86—F, and F-3+-G. 

Mr. Hamivron. With the same capability, same type aircraft you 
talk about in the European theater as to range, weapons and so forth? 

Colonel Prererson. The F-86—F has a 400-mile range, F—86-—G has 
over a 600-mile range.  (D 

General Berequisr. Does that cover it, sir, the fighters and light 
bombers ¢ 

Senator Symineron. While we are at it, you might put the figures 
they have in Europe. 

General Brerequisr. Al] right, sir. 

Senator Symineron. Before you do that, General, do those figures 
you just gave include the Chinese Communists ¢ 


QUESTI 


N OF COMMUNISTS BEING AHEAD IN NUMBERS OF AIRCRAFT IN AREA 


General Bereguisr. Yes, sir: although I think it would be fairer 
to include some of the allies’ fighters, too, when you are comparing 
the figures. 

Senator Symineron. In Europe? 

General Beraauist. Yes, sir. 

Senator Symineron. But they are still thousands ahead. 

General Berequist. I do have some figures here which I understand 
have also been furnished to the committee, that might be interesting 
at this time. 

In Western Europe, and including aircraft in the Atlantic Fleet, 
im the fighter and fighter bomber category—— 

Senator Symincron. We don’t want the latter now, General, because 
many of those planes are in Norfolk, I understand. 

General Berequistr. Yes, sir. 

I do not have the figures well enough in my mind to substantiate 
whether the estimate of a thousand more is correct or not. 

Senator Symineron. There is no use in a figure which includes 
fighter planes in Norfolk that must go over on carriers. 

General Bereeuist. Yes, sir. 

Senator Symrneron. Our staff has asked for clarification on this. 

Senator Durr. Then are we to get, as I understand, a complete 
breakdown in Europe, first the Soviet, next all the satellites, and next 
all our own and all our allies ¢ 


Senator Symrneron. That is right. 














SASS ER 5 ON TTL ECE IE LLC! LTS TL TR 


STUDY OF AIRPOWER 1251 


We will also include all fighter planes in the Navy, but we have 
to include all over there avail: able at one time. 

Senator Durr. I was assuming that the full components of the 
whole business were in the picture. 

Senator Symineron. Right. 

Ramsay, we are ge tting thi at now, are we not ‘ 

Mr. Ports. Right. 

Senator Symineton. We have had that before in the full committee 
but we would like to make it current. 

General Brerequistr. Shall we go on to the other forces in the Pacific? 

Senator SyMINGTON. Yes. 

We can’t see all of that chart. 

What does that mean up there, on the left, what does that say? @ 

Why don’t you disperse your forces, as long as you are so close and 
have a lot of fields? 

Colonel PETERSON. They do have a dispersal plan and do exereise 
into dispersal posture, but for ordinary purposes, the dependent pel 
sons are there. 

Senator SyMiINGron. Specifically, are the three squadrons on the 
same base right now ¢ 

Colonel Pererson. No, sir, probably not. 

Senator Symineron. I see. Thank you. 


QUESTION OF REPLACEMENT WITH MORE MODERN AIRCRAFT 


Mr. Hamirron. Do you plan to replace those tactical bombers with 
more advanced aircraft? 

General Breraquisr. Yes, sir, in accordance with our normal pro- 
grams. 

Did you want the details on that? 

Mr. Hamiuron. As I understood it, in the case of Europe, the de 
cision had not yet been made as to the particular type of aircraft to 
be used as replacement; is that true here, too? 

General Berequist. To replace the B—57’s, vou are talking about? 

Mr. Hamiton. Yes. 

General Berceuist. That’s true; we have made no decision on that. 


BOMBERS 


Senator Symineron. At this point I read into the record some fig- 
ures pertinent to what we discussed this morning. Some are not; but 
if there is any mistake in them, we would like to have you clear them 
up. 

Our B-—52 schedule has been adjusted to reflect the difficulties en- 
countered with the alternator drive. The Seattle and Wichita pro- 
gram are increasing their planned combined monthly delivery rate 
from 17 to 20 per month. 

I think the total deliveries of B—52’s so far this year are six; is that 
right? 

Colonel Antuis. That’s right. 

Senator Symineron. This is on the basis of information ee 
by the Air Force. ©) 

Apparently, Colonel, there seems to be some trouble with B- 66's 


too. (@) 
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Colonel Kanie. Most of the deficiencies we have run into to date 
with the 66 have been fixed. 

Senator Symincron. You believe it is all right; they are just minor 
idjustments, the work on the new airplane? 

( ‘olonel K (BLE, Yes, sir. 

Senator Symrneron. Thank you. 

General Berequist. Do you have anything more to add, Colonel 
Peterson ? 

I believe we have covered the forces that we have in the Pacific. Any 
further questions on the Pacific? 

Senator Symineron. Senator Duff? 


QUESTION OF ANTIAIRCRAFT BATTERIES DEPLOYED 


Senator Dt rr. 1 was just wondering as you were describing the 
situation, what kind of antiaircraft batteries do we have in that area? 

General Berequist. I don’t know, sir. That is an Army program. 

Senator Durr. I was particularly interested in that by reason of 
the fact that the Communists shot down so many of our planes by 
intiaireraft, and that they were not successful in doing it in the air. 
| was wondering how our setup in that particular compared with 
theirs. 

General Berequisr. I don’t have the knowledge of what the Army 
as in the way of antiaircraft over there. 

Senator Durr. I think that is pertinent, for the reason of the other 
‘comparison. 

Senator Symineron. We have this problem now. If they get over 
the target, we have to shoot them all down, or lose the city, with the 
new bombs. 

Senator Durr. I understand. 

Senator Symrneron. General, will you proceed. 

General Berequist. Are there any other areas that you are inter- 


estedin? (@® 


} 


QUESTION OF FORCES FOR MIDDLE EAST TROUBLE 


Senator Symrneron. You have something at Tripoli, you showed 
us ¢ 

General Berequist. Yes, sir: i" have something in Tripoli. @ 

Senator Jackson. As a layman, I don’t know anything about strat- 
egy, but I am wondering about the employment of the “forces in the 
a East. With our commitments in the Far East and in Europe, 

here we do have tactical forces deployed, and in view of our heavy 
commitments in the Middle East, are we not in a vulnerable position 
in that respect? © 

General Berequist. There are some plans, sir, that I have knowl- 
edge of, which I know are being worked on for rapid reinforce- 
ment. (W 

Senator Jackson. Right at that point, General, I am thinking of 
our foreign- policy statement with reference to Israel, where we 
would, in effect, guarantee the territorial integrity of Israel. 

Suppose we get in a hassle on that one; wouldn’t there be a 
complication? © 

General Breraquist. There might well be; yes, sir. 
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(Discussion off the record.) 

Senator Jackson. Mr. Chairman, back on the record, I think the 
explosive situation in the Far East certainly would warrant some 
information on what we have. We ought to have some kind of an 
explanation as to what is planned for that area in the event of 
difficulty. © 

General, I realize this is out of your sphere, but I would think the 
very presence of forces in the area might be a deterrent, inasmuch as 
our English allies have moved out of the Suez, and there is nothing in 
that area at all in the way of an Allied force. 

Senator Symineron. Cyprus, and that too is getting a little delicate. 

Senator Jackson. That is kind of fluid. © 

You don’t need to answer the question; that is not your sphere. 
But, Mr. Chairman, it would be helpful to have some information as 
to the tactical forces that would be available, or as to future planning. 

I am not intrested in war plans or anything like that, but it ce 
tainly is a reasonable question to propound in view of our heavy 
commitments in that area. 

Senator Durr. Was it not the proposal to have the Chairman of the 
Joint Chiefs of Staff here ¢ 

Senator Symineron. Yes, itis. © 


CAPABILITIES OF AIR FORCES IN EUROPE 


Senator Jackson. Mr. Chairman, I am sorry, I could not be here 
this morning when General Bergquist testified on the European 
situation. 

You have already presented that, General ? 

General Berequist. Yes, sir. 

Senator Jackson. How many targets do you feel you have to cover 
in order to stop at the earliest possible moment atomic attacks on our 
NATO forces. I am speaking of targets that would be within the 
jurisdiction of TAC, or within TAC’s capability / 

General Brrequist. Senator Jackson, the number of targets that 
we would have to hit in order to stop the Russians from hitting our 
forces, I do not know. 

But, we do have a comprehensive target list and have assigned 
numbers of targets to various forces, to be hit, in the hopes that we 
have covered a sufficient number of targets to prevent that. 

Senator Jackson. Do you have enough planes and atomic weapons 
to hit these targets within the permissible time limits ? 

General Brerequist. What do you consider permissible time limits? 

Senator Jackson. I will leave that to you folks. My judgment 
as a layman would be as fast as possible to prevent further atomic 
strikes against our forces. I would say TAC would feel that time 
is of the essence, to get there as fast as possible, because the later 
you got there the more blows you would have to absorb. 

General Beraguist. Yes, sir. 

I would like to ask Colonel Peterson to discuss for you the alert 
status of our forces and their capability within certain time limits. 

Senator Jackson. I would like particular comment on your ability 
to deal with Russian fighter bombers taking off from grass strips and 
landing strips. 

How are you going to deal with that ? 
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Colonel Prererson. The fighter bombers, of course, insofar as the 
Russians are concerned, the MIG-—15’s, we have heard could take off 
from grass strips or unprepared airfields. It has a range of about 

15 miles, which puts it just barely into our territory. 

Senator Symineron. Range or radius / 

Colonel Pererson. Radius. 

Senator SyMincron. Yousaid “range.” 

Colonel Pererson. Excuse me,sir. Radius of action. 

Senator Jackson. But if they are up forward, they could cover 
quite an area ‘ 

Colonel Pererson. Yes, sir: 200 miles into our area. 

Senator Syminecron. You said 215 before. Which do you mean / 

olonel Prererson. Let me give the exact figure. 

( ‘orrectly, it's 220. 

Senator Symrneron. The radius of operation of the MIG—15 4 

(‘olonel Pererson. Yes, si 

Senator SymMineton. Off of a grass strip / 

Colonel Prrerson. That's correct. 

Senator Jackson. Could we have the disposition of forces of West- 
ern Europe, just to get a look to see what they could do? 

Colonel Pererson. This is with a conventional capability, the MIG 
does not have an atomic capability. 

Senator Jackson. Atomic capability / 

General Bereauisr. As far as we know. 

Colonel Pererson. As far as I know. 

Senator Jackson. I hope you are right. 


QUESTION OF UNDERESTIMATING SOVIET CAPABILITIES 


But, Colonel, wouldn’t you operate on the premise that the Soviets 
can deliver atomic weapons to the same extent that we could deliver 
them. If we have a capability, would it not be a reasonable presump- 
tion that they have a similar capability ¢ 

I would suggest you get briefed on the recent tests in the Soviet 
Union, because there are some interesting developments on the size 
and yield of their weapons that might give some good indications. 
Also there are statements and information that have come out, and 
testimony which we have had from the Army on the use of atomic 
weapons of small size and effective yield to support their ground 
forces. (D 

Just _ cause we don't have positive intelligence information, I don’t 
think it is safe for us to use that as a basis for the assumption that 
they a not have a certain capability. 

I am sure you will agree, Colonel, that all you have to do is read past 
intelligence estimates to know how far we have been off. The only 
reliable intelligence we have gotten out of the Soviet Union has been 
in the field of atomic information, where the information is scientific. 
The May Day flyover contradicted the last Air Force estimates with 

respect to Bison production. You have read that information. This 
committee was briefed in February of 1955, to the effect that the Bison 
production was of a low figure, and on May 1 this was completely 
contradicted by visual observation. That was on May 1, 1955; isn’t 
that right, General ? 

General Berequist. As far as I know, I think you are right. 
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Colonel Pererson. I do not deny the capability is there. 

Senator Jackson. I goon the public statement of Mr. Allen Dulles— 
he says, if we can do it, the Soviets can do it. That is the way the CLA 
operates, if they do not have positive intelligence information to t) 
contrary. 


QUESTION OF SOVIET THREAT TO FREE EUROPI! 


What could the Russians do from their forward position in deliver- 
ing atomic weapons by fighter bombers / 

‘General Bercquist. Are you asking what the 

Senator Jackson. Yes. 

Senator Symineron. If the Senator will yield, the premise is that 
they can do the same thing with their fighters and fighter-bombers 
that we can do with ours. With that premise, what can they do? 

Senator Jackson. And they have a lot more than we do. 

Colonel Pererson. They can penetrate approximately 180 miles 
with their fighter. 

Senator Jackson. Do they 
assuming refueling ¢ 

Colonel Prrerson. They do not, to the best of my knowledge. 

Senator Symineron. What is the difference between the figure of 
i80 and 220 you gave us before ¢ 

Colonel Prerrrson. I consider they would have to be deployed 40 
miles behind, otherwise they would be in observation all the time. 

Senator Symineron. General Bergquist, in your candid opinion, 
if they decide to go about destroying Europe, have we anything over 
there that can effective ly stop them at this time? 

Senator Jackson. In a surprise attack. 

Senator Symineron. Based upon their tremendous preponderence 
in fighters. 


Russians can do? 


have any refueling program for this, 


General Beraquist. I question whether they would make a surprise 
attack with the idea of destroying Europe without also going against 
the United States proper. 

Senator SymiNeron. But that doesn’t 
question. 

General Berequist. If they wanted to destroy Europe with the 
force that they have as far as I know, I think we could do a fairly 
good job of lessening the blow, and I do not know whether they would 
be able to destroy Europe. 

Senator Symrncton. Secretary Quarles stated last February that 
it would make no material difference in the European situation if the 
Communists got the 1,500-mile IRBM. That was on the front page. 
On investigation we found the reason it was felt this was true was 
because if the Communists wanted to destroy Europe with their pre- 
ponderance of jet planes, especially light jet bombers, which General 
Twining testified they had thousands of—as have others—that they 
could do it anyway. If they can do it anyway, then why are we 
worried about saying it? Why should we not give them credit and 
face up to the importance of getting better? © 
information. 

General Berequist. Yes, sir. We know they can really inflict 
great amount of damage and I don’t know what amount of damage is 
required to knock Europe out completely, and we are certainly trying 
to get better all the time as to our capabilities. 
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Senator Jackson. Can the IL-28 operate from grass strips? 

General Berquist. I do not know. © 

Senator Jackson. In view of the fact that the Soviets may have 
this ability to utilize MIG-15’s or maybe MIG—17’s from grass strips, 
doesn’t that present a real problem for you to destroy their airstrips? 

Colonel Prrerson. They are not within striking distance of our 
strike force.® 

Senator Jackson. At least they can get in and hit our concentration 
of ground forces / 

Colonel Perrrson. Yes, sir; that is quite true. 

Senator Jackson. And the IL-28’s could carry out the mission of 
interdicting all of our airstrips. How many airfields do we have, 
and how many do they have in the tactical zone? I mean the general 
battlefield zone on either side. I refer to the supporting airfields on 
the eastern side and the supporting airfields on the western side. 

Colonel Pererson. I am not sure exactly of the numbers. 

Senator Jackson. I think it would be well to have that supplied 
for the record. I don’t want to bother you with it now. 

Colonel Prrerson. I am not familiar with the complex as such. 

Senator Symineron. Will you study the questions asked by Sena- 
tor Jackson and supply an analysis in answer to his questions for the 
record / 

(veneral Bergquist. Yes, sir. 

(The information requested has been supplied in classified form. ) 


CARRIER TASK FORCE HIGHLY VULNERABLE IN MEDITERRANEAN 


Senator Symineron. Based on what you have shown us, it would 
appear we are in serious trouble so far as defending these European 
countries is concerned, would you say that a carrier task force could 
live in the Mediterranean under a determined attack comparable to 
what Senator Jackson is talking about, in your opinion ‘ 

General Berquist. In my own opinion; no, sir. 

Senator Symineton. Do you believe that a carrier task force, if it 
could not live in the east Mediterranean could nevertheless live in the 
west Mediterranean / 

General Bercquist. No, sir. With the number of bombers that the 
Russians have and ranges able to cover the entire Mediterranean, I 
don’t think the task force could live very long in any place in the 
Mediterranean. 


CARRIERS IMPORTANT ENEMY TARGET 


Senator Symineton. The carriers would be carrying weapons of 
highest capability. On that basis, they would immediately become a 
primary target, at least as important as any other target in the world; 
would they not ? 

General Berequisr. I think they would be a very important target 
for the Russians to hit. 

Senator Symineron. If the carrier carried H-bombs, the Com- 
munists would either have to get the carrier, or the carrier would get 
their cities. Itisassimple as that; is it not? 

General Bereauist. Yes, sir. 
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COMPARATIVE DATA FOR COMMITTEE RECORD 


Senator Jackson. General, I would like to ask a few questions, if 
you will be good enough to supply the information for the record. 
1 do not expect answers at this time. 

First, could you supply the committee with the number of tactical 
aircraft the Soviets have available at the present time to carry atomic 
weapons against targets in the NATO area 

Senator Symineron. You know you will vet this record tomorrow. 
You don’t have to copy it down. 

Senator Jackson. That is No. 1. Also in that connection, could 
you supply an estimate as to the number of weapons they might have 
available, if you can obtain that? I realize that that question may be 
a bit difficult. 

Secondly, could you supply the number of tactical aircraft we have 
available, not under NATO. but under the Air Force in the NATO 
area, to attack the primary targets in the Soviet sector with atomic 
weapons ¢ 

Thirdly, would you supply the number of tactical aircraft available, 
together with atomic weapons, sufficient to carry out the necessary 
mission of the tactical air command in this theater, in view of the 
important time limits that are required in air atomic warfare / 

Next, are you prepared to deal with the possibility of the Soviet 
achieving and having in operational numbers an intermediate range 
ballistie missile of 1,400 to 1,600 miles, say by 1958? Will you be 
able to deal with Soviet ballistic missiles of the 900-mile range in 
operational numbers, say in 1957¢ I assume all of such ballistic mis- 
siles will have a potential atomic or hydrogen capability. 

Senator Symineton. Will you waaate that for the record, General ? 

General Bereauist. Yes, sir. 

(The requested information has been supplied in classified form. ) 
ieee Syminecton. How long is your briefing from here to the 
end ? 
FORCES IN ALASKA AND NEAC 


General Berceutstr. We have no further formal briefing other than 
I thought you would be interested in the forces we have in Alaska 
and NEAC, just the combat forces. 

Senator Symineron. We are interested. Please go ahead. (© 

General Berequist. Mr. Chairman, that completes the information 
that we have to offer, and we are ready for any further questions. 

Senator Symineron. Mr. Counsel ? 


NATO FORCES 


Mr. Hamuton. General, I believe you testified that you weren't 
familiar with the situation with respect to the state of the NATO 
countries. 

General Berequist. That is right. 

Mr. Hamiuton. I want to know if you can supply that for the 
record. 

General Brerequist. The Department of Defense, in connection 
with their NATO briefing, would be the appropriate agency to supply 
that. 
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Mr. Hamitron. Would that also be the case with respect to the sit 
nation regarding any fighter defenses NATO countries might have? 

General BerGcquistT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Hamiiron. Antiaircraft, missiles, communication systems, and 
so forth ¢ 

Thank you. 

Senator SYMINGTON. Senator Duff / 

Senator Durr. No questions. 

Senator SyYMINGTON. Senator Jackson ? 


LACK CAPABILITY IN CASE OF WAR 


Senator Jackson. General, knowing the assignments and the com- 
mitments of the Tactical Air Command today, in the event of all- 
out war or limited wars, do you have the capability of carrying out 
the assignments ¢ 

Creneral Beraquisr. No, sir, I do not. 

Senator Jackson. I am just asking your honest professional judg- 
ment. 

General Berequist. That is right. 

Senator Jackson. I believe you are representing General Everest 
today, and you are not the overall commander, but you are acting 
for him. 

(reneral Berequist. Yes, sir. 

Senator Jackson. You do not have the force in being to carry out 
your assigned mission at the present time ? 

General Berequisr. You are talking about the overall mission that 
we expect the Tactical Air Command should do? 

Senator Jackson. Right. I am speaking of the Far East, the 
European Theater, the support that you must give to SAC and so on, 
the overall mission. You have all those assignments; do you not / 

General Brrequisr. Yes, sir. You are talking about the tactical 
type of Air Force we have overseas ¢ 

Senator JAcKsoNn. Yes. 

General Berequist. As well as the tactical Air Force in ZI? 







INSUFFICIENT PLANES 


Senator Jackson. Let’s take one by one. Let’s take the Far East. 
Knowing our foreign policy commitments in that area and the role 
that the Tactical Air Command must play in the Far East, do you 
have the planes and the weapons to do the job out in that area at the 
present time / 

General Berequist. No. Speaking like any commander would 
speak, we are not satisfied with what we have. 

Senator Jackson. Let me put it a little differently. I realize that 
if you came in and asked for a certain amount and got all of that, you 
would come back next year and say, “Well, that wasn’t enough.” 

General Berequist. That is right. 

Senator Jackson. That isn’t what I am really getting at. In the 
light of the known capability of the Soviets in the Far East do we 
have a reasonable minimum to deal with a serious outbreak of hos- 
tilities in that area ¢ 
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General Berequisr. Yes, sir, we do have a reasonable minimum to 
do that with. 

Senator Jackson. You feel you do? 

General Berequist. Yes, sir. 

Senator Jackson. That is, in the case of a limited war, a peripheral 
war ¢ 

General Bergquist. Yes, sir. 

Senator JaAcKsON. Suppose it is an all-out war, and knowing the 
mission of TAC in the Far East in the event of such Far East hos- 
tilities, do you have the forces in being? 

Senator Symineton. We have had General Weyland testify, if . 
na ry comment. We have gone into the question of tankers in son 
detail, so we know your problem. We would like your frank pens 
We are getting worried in the Senate, on both sides of the aisle about 
our whole milit: ary setup, not on the basis of being stronger than ever 
before in peacetime (which was exactly what we were saying just be- 
fore Korea in 1950) but on the basis of our present strength vis-a-vis 
the growing strength of the Communists, especially their strength in 
the air and under the sea. 

With that premise, will you ask your question again, Senator 
Jackson ¢ 

Senator Jackson. Assuming a peripheral war in the Far East and 
knowing the number of planes together with their atomic capability 
that the enemy may make available in that sector, do you feel that 
we have enough tactical aircraft assigned to the Far East at this time 
to do the job? By enemy I include not only the immediate aggressor 
who may be a satellite, but I assume support planes from the Soviet 
itself. 


AIR FORCE LACKS RESOURCES TO CARRY OUT ALL ASSIGN MENTS 





General Bereeuist. No, sir. I would like to make a remark as a 
general statement, that the Air Force at present does not have sufficient 
resources to carry out all the missions it has been assigned. 

Senator Jackson. The same would apply in the European Theater ; 
would it not? 

General Beraguist. Yes, sir. 

Senator Symrneton. May I ask a question there, Senator / 

Senator Jackson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Symineron. What would you say was the place you were 
weakest in ability to carry out your mission ? 


PERSON NEL WEAKNESS 


General Berquist. In the first place, we are the weakest in personnel. 
Senator Symineron. Would you expand on that ? 
General Brercqguist. What I mean by that is that particularly the 
quality of the personnel 
Senator Symineron. Pilots, or maintenance people, or what! 
General Berequist. Pilots and maintenance people. 
Senator Symineron. Why are your pilots lacking in skill ? 
General Bercguist. We are not able to retain them long enough to 
train them sufficiently. 
Senator Symrncron. Why not? 
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General Berequist. Because they want to get out. 

Senator Symineron. Why do they want to get out? 

(reneral Berequisr. For more pay on the outside. 

Senator Symincron. It is not surprising, is it, if they can get a lot 
more on the outside? 

General Berequist. No, sir. 

Senator Symineron. But that is pretty expensive for the taxpayer? 

General Bereauisr. Yes, sir. 

Senator Symrneron. And rather expensive from the standpoint of 
security if we get into trouble ? 

Senator Jackson. What flight pay does a second lieutenant get, 
approximately? Does anyone shave that? I note a second lieutenant 
gets $223 for under 2 years of service. On top of that, how much 
would the flight pay be? I think he gets $85 for quarters allowance, 
and then there is food, and soon. It will run over $400 a month with 
flight pay for a second lieutenant ¢ 

Colonel Tomas. Yes. 

Senator Jackson. It goes on up for the first lieutenant. 

This is one of the problems, of course that cuts across the board. 

General Beraquistr. This is Air Forcewise. It is all part of normal 
personnel problems that we have all reviewed many times. 

Senator Symrneron. Did you read the article in the Readers Di- 
gest ¢ 

General Beraautst. Yes, sir. 

Senator Symineron. General O’Donnell appeared before the com- 
mittee and stated that in general this article was correct. Do you 
agree with that? 

General Bereeuisr. Yes, si 

Senator SymrneTton. The article was a severe indictment of our per- 
sonnel policy. What is your next most serious shortage, in your 
opinion ? 

CONSTRUCTION DEFICIENCIES 


General Brerequist. The next main shortage, in my opinion, is con- 
struction. 

Senator Symineton. Bases? 

General Berequist. I am not speaking in terms of new bases, or 
things like that, but to fix up the bases we have. 

Senator Symineron. For example, housing on the bases? 

General Berequist. Housing and the facilities we need, the repair 
and improvement of the facilities we need, which, in turn, will im- 
prove our maintenance system. 


SHORTSIGHTEDNESS IS EXPENSIVE IN BLOOD AND FREEDOM 








Senator Symineton. What you are really saying is this. The ad- 
ministration, or the Congress, or both, say, “This is what we are going 
to give you, and you are going to like it.” But what the Air Force 
personnel say, especially the enlisted men, and the young officers, is 
“To heck with you. We don’t like it, and we are going to get out, 
because you apparently don’t intend to correct these inequalities.” 

Is that a fair way to look at it ? 
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General Berequist. That is a way to look at it. 
Senator Symineton. Would you say it is a fair way to look at it? 

General Berequisr. Yes, sir. 

Senator Symineton. It seems that way tome. I have been in Wash- 
ington now, on both sides of the Government for years, listening 
to “people explain why it is so important to our country to limit our 
military posture. I heard a lot of that just before Korea. Well, in 
Korea we certainly paid many times over for that philosophy, in blood 
as well as in money, and unless we correct what is going on now, we 
will pay heavily again. Is that your opinion? 

General Brrequist. Yes, sir. 


VERY SHORT IN RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT MONEY 


Senator Symineton. General, do you believe that we have enough 
money in our research and development program ¢ 

General Berecquist. We do not have enough money in the Air Force 
research and development program. 

Senator Symineton. Are we very short of funds? 

General Brrequist. As far as I know from listening to the various 
programs and the report on money, I think we are very short. 

Senator Symineron. And you have examined the research and 
development program from the standpoint of your own mission as 
commander of TAC? 

General Brerequist. From the standpoint of my mission as a staff 
officer of Headquarters United States Air Force. 

Senator Symineton. That is even more important. To whom do 
you report now ¢ 

General Brerequisr. I report to General Everest, sir. 

Senator Symineron. What is his title ? 

General Bercguist. He is Deputy Chief of Staff for Operations. 

Senator Symineton. Have you analyzed research and development 
from the standpoint of the mission of the Air Force / 

General Berequist. Yes, sir. 

Senator Syminctron. Any specific command ? 

General Berequtist. No, sir. My duties as Director of Operations 
involves implementing the programs and being prepared to carry out 
all the war plans, and therefore, I have a direct knowledge of our capa- 
bilities now and projecting out into the future of the type of weapons 
that we are going to need, the type of improvement in operations we 
are going to need, I am very much interested, naturally, in what the 
research and development program is, and therefore I am very much 
concerned about the research and development program as it is now 
laid out. 

Senator Symrneron. Well, this same testimony has been given this 
committee previously by other witnesses. 

General Breraquist. I would like to make it clear that I am not a 
research and development expert. 

Senator Symineron. Why do you think there is such emphasis on 
money as against security ¢ 

Genet al Berceuist. It is the human desire, I think, to balance the 
budget. 
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FINANCIAL POLICY VERSUS DEFENSE POLICY 


Senator Symineron. Well, if you balance the budget at the expense 
of some of these accidents General LeMay was telling us about, for 
example, it would seem a selfish reason to balance the budget. 

General Berequisr. I am not an expert on national finance, and so 
forth, but I should think we have to give credence to those who are 
worrying about the economy being bankrupt, which is one of the 
things that the U.S. S. R. would like us to do, go bankrupt, but I am 
not a financier, nor a comptroller type, so I don’t know what the 
answer would be on that, on how much balance you have to have. 

Senator Symrneron. Do you know that our gross national product 
has grown from around $350 billion to $400 billion in the last 3 years / 

General Berceuist. Yes, sir. 

Senator Symincron. Did you know that each year for the last 3 
years we have spent less in percentage of our gross national product 
for military defense / 

General Bercauisr. Yes, sir. 

Senator Symineron. Did you know in addition, that despite the 
admitted growing strength of the Communists, and dlespite the lessen- 
ing in the value of the dollar, each vear for the last 3 years we have 
actually expended less in dollars, as well as in percentage of gross 
national product / 

General Bercauisr. I haven’t heard that phase of it. 

Senator Symineron. Did you know that in 1955, last year, despite 
the great rise in Communist airpower, this county ordered less than 
one-fourth as many combat airplanes for its Air Force as it did in 
1952 ¢ 

General Berequisr. I don’t know. 

Senator Syminecron. That is a fact. 

General Bercautst. | hadn't caleulated it that way. I didn’t know 
that. 
B 





52 PRODUCTION AND DELIVERY SCHEDULES 


Senator SymMincron. While we are talking about plane orders, we 
might talk a bit about plane deliveries. 

In May 1955, there was a fly-over in Russia to which Senator Jack- 
son referred. We were told in February 1955, by people who I am 
sure were sincere that there wouldn't be any real production of the 
Bison bomber for some years. Three months later, or thereabouts, 
in May 1955, the Russians flew more Bisons in one formation than we 
had B—52’s in the entire Air Force. 

As a result of the commotion, caused by this disc repanc y, the De- 
partment of Defense increased the production of B-52’s from 13 to 
17. 

Then this year, when there was more interest in B—52 production 
as against Bison production, and probably as a result of a letter from 
the distinguished chairman of our committee, Segator Russell, the 
money was increased again, and the production planning for B-52’s 
was again increased we were so told, anyway, from 17 to 20. Even 
when we reach that figure, it would be less than estimates of Bison 
production, and this does not count production of their other long 
range bomber, the Bear. 
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Despite all the talk of B-52 production, the plan was to have 28 
by the end of June. So far we have 8 accepted by the middle of 
June. 

Senator Duff, have you any questions / 

Senator Durr. Yes; I would like to ask the general a question or 
two. 


SHORTAGE OF TECHNICIANS 


What order of priority would you assign to technicians in the Air 
Force, in the priorities that you have dese ribed ? 

General Berc@guist. I am not sure I understand your question, 
Senator. 

Senator Durr. You have indicated that you need more trained 
pilots, you need more money, you need more planes. Maybe it es- 
caped me, but I didn’t think you mentioned ite echnicians to take 
care of the planes. 

General Brrequisr. When I said personnel, I meant to include 
pilots and technicians. 

Senator Durr. You mentioned pilots, I believe, without mention- 
ing technicians. That is the reason I was concerned about it. 

General Berequisr. Yes, sir; I am very much concerned about 
technicians. We are worse off on technicians than we are on pilots. 


INSUFFICIENT BASES 


Senator Durr. Now, at the present time, as I understand the overall 
picture, we don’t have sufficient bases to properly distribute our Stra- 
tegic Air Force. We have too many planes concentrated on the 
existing bases. 

General Breraguist. Yes, sir. We do have bases which are con- 
centrated, 

Senator Durr. And I understood from the testimony of General 
LeMay that one of the primary requirements in addition to per- 
sonnel, both pilots and technicians, is additional bases in different 
places than what we have. In view of the fact that situation exists, 
would you say that, in order to bring the total defensive and offensive 

capabilities of the Air Force up to “the potential you think is neces- 

sary, the funds ought to be provided first to bring your complement of 
personnel up to where your personnel belongs, both technicians and 
pilots ¢ 

General Brerequisr. Yes, sir. I think personnel is the most im- 
portant factor that we have now to improve on. What I am including 
in that is retention of personnel and the facilities for personnel. 

Senator Durr. So that you keep both your skilled pilots and 
skilled technicians without losing them the way you currently are? 

General Berequisr. That is right. 

Senator Durr. And after that, additional funds ought to be for 
repairing the bases that we have to bring them up to “the effici lency 
that you believe they don’t have. 

General Brrequisr. Yes, sir. 

Senator Durr. Plus such additional bases as necessary to keep 
the best possible dispersal of the forces in being; is that correct, sir? 
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General Brerequist. Yes, sir. 

Senator Durr. I was merely trying to establish the order of funds 
in the General’s opinion, in view of the overall picture, without 
reference to what he has expressed in the way of additional airplanes. 


NEED MODERN PLANES, TOO 


Senator Symineron. At this point you say personnel is your worst 
problem, and bases your next worst. But the facts are that if you 
were hit and had to defend either Europe or Asia or America, and 
presumably if you had to defend one you might have to defend them 
all simultaneously, modern airplanes would “also be important ? 

Isn’t it true that if you could handle your personnel and your bases 
first, you would do that. But if you were hit, the fact that you have 
inferior airplanes, relatively speaking, means you might find your 
need for modern airplanes was as important as your need for anything 
else. Isthat correct ? 

General Breraquisr. No, sir, not exactly. 

Senator Symrneron. Please go ahead and tell us how you feel about 
that. 

General Berequist. We have some very good airplanes. In fact, 
all of our combat airplanes can contribute to any war. The first 
priority is to get the people and facilities, so that we can operate them 
most effectively. But, of course, at this same time, we must be think- 
ing in the future as to modernizing our force as rapidly as we can. 
But to my way of thinking, we have a good Air Force and we have a 
lot of good weapons and we can do a lot to make that force, the force 
we have now, much more effective by solving the personnel and the 
facilities problems. 

Senator Symrneton. Let’s put it another way. We discussed the 
Strategic Air Force and the need for tankers. SAC is in trouble re- 
fueling B-47’s and 52’s from the C—97’s because of altitude and speed 
problems. 

General Beraquisr. Yes, sir. 







NEED FOR JET TANKERS 





Senator Symrneron. So the more KC-135’s they get and the 
quicker they get them, the more effective SAC will be. 

General Bercquist. That is right. 

Senator Symineron. In TAC we found that if SAC felt it was in 
trouble because of lack of tankers, they hadn’t seen anything yet, 
because TAC not only doesn’t have any KC-135’s it hasn’t even any 
C-97’s. 

We found that a B-47 tanker concept was under study for TAC, 

but what TAC actually had in the way of tankers was, and is, an air- 
plane that was obsolete at the start of the Korean war, the B-29 and its 
improvement, the B-50. If TAC sent fighters to Europe when and if 
the gong rang and we got into trouble in weather, then we would 
lose the fighters, would we not? © 

General Berequist. Perhaps. 

Senator Symineron. I am sure that was General Wayland’s testi- 
mony. 
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General Beraquisr. Yes, sir. Under very unfavorable conditions on 
the weather, and if the fighters were to stretch themselves too far and 
they couldn’t get back to the base O. K. 

Senator Symrmneron. I was in Europe when Colonel Schilling took 
over the first fighter squadron, I think he stopped at Iceland and North 
Scotland. We are now being told in Iceland we have to get out. So 

robably we will have some Jonger hops. If you figure the weather, 

pased on the B-29’s altitude refueling capacity, and miss the weather, 
you will lose the fighters, won’t you ? 

General Brraqu ist. I would cite the example of three particular 
fighters that we had the other day, which took off from Langley, re- 
fueled near Newfoundland, and then flew on to E ngland. If they had 
missed the refueler in Newfoundland, they could have gone back into 
Goose Bay or Newfoundland. So from that point of view, I would 
say you wouldn’t have lost your fighters. 

Senator Symrneron. Are you worried about your tanker setup in 
TAC? 

General Breraquisr. I am concerned about the tanker setup, yes, sir. 
We would like to give them much better tankers. I think they need 
them. 





RATIO OF TANKERS 


Senator Symineton. General LeMay says he thinks he needs 1 
forl. Thestaff feels he needs 2 for 3 for maximum efficiency. Would 
you want to give us any ratio you would like to have for TAC opera- 
tions? 

General Berequist. On that one, I would defer to General LeMay. 

Senator Symineron. I’m talking about TAC now. 

General Berequist. On ratio? 

Senator Symineton. Yes. 

General Berequist. They don’t need a tanker per fighter bomber, no, 
sir. 

Senator Symineton. That is right. But how many tankers do you 
think you need in TAC? 

General Berequist. Let me ask a TAC expert ? 

Colonel Pererson. One for every six. 

General Berequist. One for every six ? 

Colonel Pererson. That is, one tanker for refueling six airplanes. 
We need four squadrons in TAC. 


HAVE INSUFFICIENT TANKERS EVEN THOUGH OBSOLETE 


Senator Symineton. You need four squadrons of tankers ? 

Colonel Pererson. Four squadrons of tankers in Tactical Air Com- 
mand. () 

Senator Symrneton. What you are saying is that you now have haif 
of the number of tankers that you need, and they are obsolete B-29’s. 
Is that a fair statement? (©) 

Colonel Prrrrson. That is right. I believe General Weyland did 
make that statement. 

Senator Symrneron. You will have an opportunity to correct the 
record, Colonel, but I think that follows General Weyland’s testimony 
closely. I have no further questions. 

Mr. Counsel ? 

Mr. Hamitton. No, thank you. 
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APPRECIATION 


Senator Symineton. General, the subcommittee appreciates very 
much your fine briefings. We are very grateful to you and your able 
staff for coming up here and giving it to us. Have you anything 
further ¢ 

General Berequist. No, sir. 

Senator Symrneton. Thank you very much. 

(Whereupon, at 4: 20 p. m., adjournment was taken.) 
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